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Action is the essential function of a public 
merchandise warehouse, contrary to the belief 
that a warehouse is a resting place for a dor- 
mant stock, unused supplies, or inactive com- 
modities. 


We provide action in receiving, assorting and 
preparing merchandise for shipment—in ar- 
ranging for proper equipment and transporta- 





tion—in constant progress in systematizing— 
and in developing the most rapid methods of 
handling—in order that your trade may be 
served promptly, whether the order be for a 
single package or 25 carloads at a time. Our 
buildings were originally designed for just 
such action. Our steadily increasing volume 
proves that our one aim first and last, action, 
is appreciated by our customers. 


UNITED STATES BONDED WAREHOUSE NO. 11 
ADEQUATE FACILITIES FOR STORAGE OF BONDED MERCHANDISE 


LOS ANGELES 


OVERLAND TERMINAL WAREHOUSE CO. 


1807 EAST OLYMPIC BOULEVARD 


Associated with 


CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES, Incorporated 
Chicago—433 W. Harrison St. New York Office—271 Madison Ave. Kansas City—1104 Union Ave. 
For Additional Detailed Information See TRAFFIC WORLD WAREHOUSE SECTION LISTINGS. 


Firesafe buildings * 





Private switchtrack 


OVERLAND OFFERS YOU THESE FACILITIES 

















Spacious cool rooms ® 22 truck doors 


Display rooms and offices @ Vacufume insect control plant © Convenient to business district 
Lowest insurance rates @ Handy for rail and truck delivery @ Responsible management 


ek 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


SERVED BY THE UNION PACIFIC R.R. 











June 


Ss Be et 9 


~—~ -= = > Fr Mm 


June 28, 1941 





: 1613 
.D 
Whole Number 1786 
VOLUME LXVII « NUMBER 26 
Jable of Contents ..... 
MI i 56 wakis doen Da eRe ee eens kas uneneaees 1615 
Current Topics in Washington................00005 1617 K E E S H I N S E R V I c E 
Decisions of the Commission 
Terminal services; Lamm Lumber Co.; Ex Parte 104, 
es i SN Bias 5 o0o.5ce sce ce ie tsce ciebeces 1619 
Mineral water, Hot Springs, Ark., to Baltimore, Phila- C HT] M P LETE AND io ALAN CED 
delphia and New York; I. and S. 4876 and fourth 
UE a a aia 2 os ko anees ah ae aaee.e Mabe adeeaiee 1619 
Baggett Transportation common carrier application; . 
Se SO a, ok enc tn ke abew cde kakieaaes 
New England motor carrier rates; Ex Parte MC 22; IN E V E R Y D E TA | L 
= Se I a on. wo xo: 0s hs cn n59es ous 50% 
Cottonseed and related articles from the south; fourth 
OGG. Ge, Te, Mes MIB aa 00 6eicnscscetcececenees 
Tobacco, unmanufactured, Va. ports to N. Y.; I. and S. 
GE ano eae sts twee SAGcs oekGs cake eead scadeaed tweens 1620 
Rayon yarn, classification ratings on; I. and S. 4829. .1620 
Fertilizers between Cincinnati and Louisville; fourth 
RE OR FE os oxcenickna rection ceesnleesckseeennaneaaen 1620 
Paper articles from Rockingham, N. C., to New Or- 
ee ee ee er ee 1620 
Iron and steel, Official Territory to the west; fourth 
a. ee ee a mee A 1620 
Producers Cooperative Commission Assn. vs. C. and 
ee. err ere re 1620 
€ General Water Heater Corp. vs. Pac. Electric et al.; 
SS > NY IN ise 65,6015: Kb cureinemalorbicmeten 1620 
3 Lumber from Natchez, Miss., to Lake Charles, La.; 
I I NE I ok cc tarara-n ce wih aw Kk paren are merme rae 1620 
Sugar from southwestern La.; fourth sect. ap. 18680. .1620 
Asphalt, liquid, to Buffalo, Wyo.; fourth sect. ap. 
ME wn ds vid Cae eae se ee bd KEN Re OSL ES Ee 1620 
Puamenes Tomerte of BE. Ga Gy cc cccccvincvcvcceckses 1625 
Loss and Damage Decisions ...................+.. 1637 
MINN 3 55.3102 a5 car gs bo: wid sire, a bin tae sate ei ep wots 1642 
i IN 556 5:00 05 0/5 01a 516-00 0 0gis wwe eelene 1648 
Ms, Remmemen WeberWOs occ cscccscccccecencescees 1649 
EE Gd re 1654 
OD SR no asc a ven esne ney oad scenes 1655 
ee ee GD on bos dc care cseesseseune 1658 
neee GE Cie COMIIIIRIOR 6 oho 5 ceive esis eceecee 1657 
Semen) THOS GR DIMRON: bc 5 5c nsicisieesciccewaserce 1660 





Name Registered U. §. Patent Office—Copyright, 1941, Traffie Service Cerporation 
Published Every Saturday by The Traffic Service Corporation 


Founded 1907—35th Y: 
@ E. F. cen Jn., President fat @ DEPENDABLE SE RVICE 


Henry A. Parmer, Secretary 


Publishing Headquarters: 418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill, U. S. A. 
Washington, D. C., Office: 1023-28 Earle Building 


EDITORIAL AND BUSINESS STAFF 


H. A. Pacmen, A. E. Hess, 
Editor and Manager Chief, Wash. News Bureau 
-—% % H. SmitH anp Rosert J. Bayer, Assistant Editors 
R. R. LetHem, Mgr., Special Service Dept., Washington 
D. J. Hansen, Circulation Mer. E. G. STaANKEY, “ey Mgr. 
Advertising Representatives: R. W. Cuassen, J. B. 
New York, N. Y., Hotmes anp STEPHENSON 
424 Madison Ave. Plaza 8-2979 


PRESIDENT 








Published weekly by THm Trarric Servicw Corp., 418 S. Market St., Chi , Ill, Entered as 
second class matter January 1, 1913, at the pestedine at Chicago, Iil., under the ef March 3, 1879 





1614 TRAFFIC WORLD 














LONG BEACH HARBOR DEPARTMENT 


a 
ene 
the 

~. 0 : %. 
Yo Se of 
as 4 pss PASS 4 cau 
“ lan 
me 
all, 
son 
enc 
less 
att 
bee 
pos 
or the needs of today- |: 
ma 
e 
soc 
e expansions totollow |: 
of 
pla 
T IS no happy accident that each new step in Long ou! 
Beach Harbor development fits into that whieh has KEY TO SKETCH ABOVE 
gone before. Three contrasting factors—facilities for 
Existing development: (A) Navy Y. M. C. A. (B) Pier A transit be 
ecean commerce, requirements of the United States shed—Berths 1 and 2. (C) Navy Landing. (D) Long Beach é 
Harbor administration building. (E) Great Lakes Carbon Cor- wil 
Fleet and its stepped-up defense demands and opera- poration loading dock. (F) Edison Electric Company plant. 
(G) Ford Motor Company plant. (H) Consolidated and Craig rac 
tion of the harbor oil field—have had to have full Shipyards. (J) Pier No. 1—transit sheds—Berths 48, 49 and 50. 
_ (K) Proctor & Gamble Company plant. Proposed development: est 
and proper consideration. Wisely, a long range mas- (1) New transit shed—Berths 52, 53 and 54. (2) New storage 
shed—Berth 47. (3) New Pier D and fill. (4) New Pier E and Cal 
ter plan was conceived and approved. Adherence in fill. (5) Northern half of new transit shed—Berth 3. (6) Widen- 
= ing of Pico Avenue to 80 feet from Ocean Boulevard to Anaheim be} 
major scope to this program is being observed. It Street. (7) New Pier C inner end. (8) New transit shed— 
Berths 20 and 21. (9) New transit shed—Berths 25 and 26. the 
assures the city, shippers, industries and all concerned (10) West portal of new vehicular subway. (10-A) East portal of 
new vehicular subway. (11) New concrete bridge at Ocean 
that though emergencies may speed development, ulevard across Flood control channel. (12) Proposed exten- 
sion of Pier A. (13) Southern half of new transit shed—Berth 4. = 


there will be no departure from a program created 
for the permanent and maximum benefit of all. 


PORT 





El EMBARCADERO, OUTER HARBOR 
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 


(14) New transit shed—Berths 5 and 6. (15) Extension of Pier B. 
(16) New transit shed—Berths 12 and 13. (17) New transit shed 
—Berth 14. (18) New transit shed—Berth 22. (19) New transit 
shedBerth 24. (20) New transit shed—Berth 29. (21) New 
transit shed—Berth 30. (22) New storage warehouse. (23) New 
Navy base—under construction. (24) New storage warehouse. 
(25) Extension Pier C outer end. 
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We and Joe Stalin 


Whatever other effects—and there are many— 
the enlistment by Hitler of Russia among the 
enemies he is fighting may have on the European war, 
the results in this country will probably be striking. 
On the practical side, even from the point of view 
of those who think we should be helping England be- 
cause Hitler has designs on us also, the danger to Eng- 
land and, hence, to us, becomes less, at least in the im- 
mediate future, for, if Russia has any fight in her at 
all, it will occupy a good deal of Hitler’s attention for 
some time to subdue her, even if he is successful in the 
end. The cries for help for England will, therefore, be 
less stressful and more likely to fall on deaf ears. The 
attitude of most of even the “interventionists” has 
been to help England with as little risk to ourselves as 
possible and this new development can hardly fail to 
add to their hesitancy to go the full route of war on a 
man whom they accuse of planning to invade us as 
soon as he gets through in Europe. By the same token, 
the voices of those who have been opposed to any sort 
of aid to England, believing that, whatever Hitler’s 
plans may be, a strong defense policy is adequate for 
our protection, will grow louder and more convincing. 
From the sentimental point of view, the effect may 
be even more striking. One who has been impressed 
with the Roosevelt propaganda of helping the “‘democ- 
racies” against a brute who would abolish them and of 
establishing the “four freedoms” over the entire world 
can hardly regard himself with pride as a logical human 
being if he fights or assists others to fight beside Stalin, 
the murderer and Communist. He may be no worse 


than Hitler—there is little choice between rotten apples 
—hbut he has, at least, been at the job longer. It is one 
thing to stand shoulder to shoulder with a lot of brave 
Britishers fighting for their lives and their ideals of 
democratic government, and quite another to march 
with an assassin who has no ideals and no regard for 
human rights. 

We do not expect President Roosevelt to change 
his views. He is too far committed, we believe, to a 
course of war to help Britain to withdraw now, though 
he may wait a time for public opinion to catch up with 
him, as he has been doing ever since his famous Chi- 
cago bridge speech. And opinion, prodded and guided 
by him and his agents, has always done the expected 
and hoped for. We do not believe it will do so now, 
however. 


If we were at war we would, naturally, as Churchill 
has done, welcome anyone who wanted to fight with us 
to quell our enemy; but we are not at war and this 
Russian phase of the European struggle ought to be a 
strong reason for our keeping out of it. The cry of the 
“four freedoms” always was a lot of hog wash; that it 
is so will be more than ever obvious now and it can no 
longer be used as a rallying slogan by those who are 
willing to use any kind of propaganda to gain their 
ends. Even the dumb eggs who have been fooled by it 
to date will become wise. They can hardly envision 
themselves arm in arm with dear old Stalin giving 
their money and their lives to make the world safe 
for “Democracy.” 

There will, of course, now that Stalin is our pal, 





OUR PLATFORM 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 


An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 


Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 


1615 


Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves in their 
depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers in such 
economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 
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if our government continues its present policies, be 
charges from the evil-tongued that Roosevelt is linked 
with the Russian communists and that those who insist 
on help for England in its war with Hitler—or, at least, 
many of them—are really motivated by love for the 
Reds. This will, naturally and properly, be resented, but 
by whom? Surely not by those foul-tongued news- 
papers and politicians who have smeared the Lind- 
berghs and the Wheelers, not only attributing to them 
folly in that their plan to keep this country out of the 
war is an aid to Hitler, but even insinuating that there 
is more than chance and folly in their alleged helpful- 
ness to the Nazis. No less a person than President 
Roosevelt, for instance, has called Lindbergh a “‘cop- 
perhead.”” Now these people will get some of their own 
medicine. They will not like it and it is not fair, but 
they deserve it. If they charge that Lindbergh, and 
Wheeler, and Nye are traitors because their anti-war 
sentiments are approved by Nazi lovers and English 
haters, they can hardly complain of similar accusations 
against themselves when the communists and “fellow 
travelers” flock to their meetings and applaud the sen- 
timents of their orators. 


War, like politics and most other things, makes 
strange bed-fellows. Nobody ought to know that bet- 
ter than a politician or a journalist. There is, there- 
fore, less excuse for them than for others when they 
draw dirty conclusions. We would not choose either 
Hitler or Stalin as a sleeping partner, but we have still 
less respect and liking for the filthy mongers of insin- 
uations against their fellow citizens whose views, sin- 
cere and honest—and sound, we believe—happen to be 
approved by others whose motives are not so pure. 
Did you ever sit in a church pew next to a man whom 
you suspected of ulterior motives in his religious affilia- 
tion, or attend lodge with a member who used his mem- 
bership in the order to promote a nefarious business, 
or find yourself in the election booth voting the same 
way that the gangster and crook in the next booth was 
voting? 

Another thing that will be worth watching here is 
the governmental attitude toward communists and 
communism, to whom and which the sabotage strikes 
in our defense industries have been attributed, in large 
measure. It has looked as if something was going to 
be done about that, in spite of the well known com- 
placency of Mr. and Mrs. Roosevelt. Will now diplo- 
macy operate to make that complacency necessary and 
proper, or even to increase it? 


For ourselves, we want no communism in this 
country and no alliance with the master to whom the 
communists owe and pay allegiance. We have never 
seen any occasion for our fighting Hitler and we see 
still less, if that is possible, now that Stalin has entered 
the lists. We hope he and Hitler cut each other’s 
throats, to be sure, but we would not risk our security 
to accomplish either butchery. 
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Paying the Government’s Bilis 
Last week, in this column, we had some things to 
say about the attempt to make the railroads 

shoulder the lumber load caused by the fact that the 
government had taken over a large number of inter- 
coastal vessels, thus compelling west coast lumber pro- 
ducers to use the rails at a higher cost. The railroads 
were, therefore, asked to reduce their rates. Now the 
government is asking the railroads to reduce their 
rates on transcontinental iron and steel because of that 
same ship shortage, which necessitates the use of rails 
instead of ships. 

Again we say these rail rates may be too high and 
may properly be reduced; we do not know; but it is 
ridiculous to ask the railroads to carry business at a 
loss because of a “defense program” that has taken 
ships out of commercial business. The government, 
especially in view of its long time policy of throwing 
money at the birds, is well able itself to take up this 
slack, so far as it is a buyer and shipper of iron and 
steel, and it could even do the same for commercial 
shippers compelled, by a government defense program, 
to pay higher rates by rail than they have been paying 
by water. We hope the railroads will take this attitude 
both as to iron and steel and lumber. The government 
has no need to be a beggar nor is there reason why the 
railroads should turn philanthropist to help their rich 
Uncle Sam. 


No Money for Transport Board 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The House committee on appropriations reported to the 
House this week a deficiency appropriation bill minus an appro- 
priation of $100,000 for the transportation board created by the 
transportation act, 1940, though President Roosevelt had trans- 
mitted a request for such an appropriation. The committee 
gave no reason in its report for refusal to accede to the Presi- 
dent’s request. It was learned, however, that the committee 
felt there was no use appropriating the money until the board 
members had been confirmed by the Senate. 

Chairman Eastman, of the Commission, explaining he had 
had nothing to do with the request for the appropriation but 
was appearing at the request of the Bureau of the Budget, told 
the committee the board would need at least $100,000. He also 
explained two nominations to the board were pending and that 
the name of Wayne Coy had been withdrawn. 

“This setup is not very important, is it?” asked Repre- 
sentative Taber, of New York. 

“I think the duties they are supposed to perform are im- 
portant,” said Mr. Eastman, who then outlined briefly the 
directions to the board contained in the transportation act. 

One principal objective, he explained, was to find out where 
in the transportation picture each type of carrier belonged. 

“Your commission already has a good picture of that, have 
you not?” asked Representative Woodrum, of Virginia. 

“We have considerable information which comes in con- 
nection with the regulation of their rates, and so on, but there 
is large opportunity for further intensive and valuable investi- 
gation of that question,” said Mr. Eastman. 

As to investigation of the subsidy question, directed by the 
act, Mr. Eastman said that that was a question which he under- 
took to investigate when he was Coordinator “and turned out 
four very large volumes on the subject, but it has not settled 
the debate.” 


ALASKAN LINE TRANSFER TO U. S. 

The House committee on the territories has reported favor- 
ably, without amendment, S. 1289, authorizing the Copper River 
& Northwestern Railway Co. to convey to the United States its 
railroad right-of-way and other railroad properties in Alaska 
(see Traffic World, June 14, p. 1520). The report noted that 
the bill had the approval of the Bureau of the Budget and said 
that there was no known objection to the measure. 
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Currant Jopics 


IN WASHINGTON 





It would not be wholly accurate to say 
that Hitler’s assault on Stalin caused em- 
barrassment in official Washington. Face- 
‘ flushing would be more nearly descrip- 
ing on Account tive. There was Secretary Stimson, for 

instance. As MHoover’s Secretary of 
of Latest War State, he steadfastly refused diplomatic 
recognition of the Communist govern- 
ment. All-out help for Stalin, some 
thought, would slightly embarrass one who had been so strong a 
voice for the administration’s policy. But the President 
promised all possible aid to Russia two days after Churchill 
promised it. 

The man in the street, strongly supporting the administra- 
tion, could force a laugh at the jeering suggestion that, on 
account of the new twist, Earl Browder should be turned loose 
to arouse enthusiasm among those inclined to follow the Com- 
munist party line. 

It was noted that, when what precise thing to do about 
Russia seemed a hot topic, the court calendar in Washington 
called for resumption of the trial of men accused of being un- 
registered Russian agents because of their connection with 
Bookniga Corporation. That is the book concern alleged to be 
the distributor of Communist propaganda which continued to 
obtain support even when losing as much as $1,823 a month. 


Some Face-Flush- 





It may be ideal the way the Com- 
mission handles the proposals to 
make changes in the minimum 
rate structures it has established 
but the man who has to wade 
through the many supplemental 
reports in, for instance, Ex Parte 
MC 22, New England motor rates, 
gets little satisfaction therefrom. 
Most of the items in them are small. 

When some one wants to make a change, he has to file a 
petition setting forth what is desired. If some one objects, that 
item is put on a docket for hearing. When enough items have 
been assembled there is a hearing and report and the approved 
rates are permitted to be made effective on “not less than one 
day’s notice,” which seems a crackpot way of conveying the 
idea that they may be made operative on one day’s notice. 

No one will deny that minimum rates put into effect by 
order of the Commission are not the same as rates suggested 
by the carriers when they file tariffs. But it is believed they 
could be handled just as easily if the Commission permitted 
the carriers to file tariffs suggesting changes in minimum rates 
without the formality of petitions, subject to the condition that 
each such tariff be plainly marked to indicate that what was 
being proposed was a change in a minimum rate prescribed 
by the Commission. 


An objection to that made in discussions of the subject is 
that such a method would open the door to carriers or agents 
willing to “put one over on the Commission.” That does not 
sound so good in the ears of the man who has been led to 
believe that Commission rate-checkers comb tariffs so thor- 
oughly that they know when an agent is off the reservation. 
Besides, the Commission can control tariff-publishing agents 
with relative ease. An agent caught in an attempt of that sort 
could be brought to taw by having his publications held up for 
failure to follow the multitude of tariff construction rules, or 
made to explain everything not as plain as two and two. 

The idea that an agent could not be held in line does not 
click with those who think they know how easy it is for Com- 
mission men to make an agent’s life miserable. Agents need- 
ing watching soon get to be known, and, if they insist in getting 
into trouble with the Commission, they run the risk of losing 
clients, if they are what might be called free lances. And if 
they are not, a few words to the higher-ups on a railroad or 
an association, it is imaginable, would work wondrous improve- 
ment. 

Simply because the Commission has prescribed something 
is no reason for atrophying that part of the law requiring car- 
riers to publish their rates. There are some who believe the 
Commission was hyper-technical, when it required the railroads 


Commission's Handling 
of Minimum Motor 
Rates Irritating 
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to file a petition asking permission to revise the bill of lading 
form so as to bring it into line with the revision of the statute 
made by the transportation act of 1940. They put their pro- 
posal into a precise tariff proposal and circulated it among 
those interested. Shippers have to take notice of tariffs. Why 
not the Commission? it might be asked. 

When shippers got the tariff they knew what was proposed. 
Few, probably, remembered that the Commission had pre- 
scribed the form. Of course, the railroads bowed their heads 
and filed a petition when their attention was called to the fact 
that the Commission had prescribed the form. They asked 
permission to do exactly what they had proposed in the manner 
the statute says they shall. But protocol is a majestic thing. 
The State Department is a stickler for it, and so, it seems, is 
the Commission. Respect must be shown for authority, by 
filing a petition instead of a tariff which later can be sus- 
pended, if it proposes something not in line with what has been 
prescribed. 





The bill of lading recently revised 
because Congress made changes in the 
interstate commerce act by means of 
the transportation act of 1940, seems to 
some to appear almost as troublesome 
as tonsils. It may not be the remainder 
of gills or anything of that sort, but 
every now and then it causes something 
that might be regarded as a counter- 


Vestigial Things 
and Their Ability 
to Make Trouble 


part of tonsillitis. 

It is believed that many agree with the suggestion that 
the terms and conditions on the back of the bill of lading are 
superfluous matter. The feeling is that the contract is com- 
plete by the statement on the face of the bill that the shipment 
is subject to the tariffs on file with the Commission and needs 
none of the things on the back to advise the shipper about the 
matter. 

But those who agree, if pressed for reasons for their feel- 
ing, might have trouble in making an explanation for the 
existence of what are called the terms and conditions. A search 
of the law books would probably disclose that the terms and 
conditions are reminders of the time when neither shippers nor 
carriers had the benefit of tariffs setting forth classifications 
of property or the rates of carriage therefor. 

It was necessary, before the administrative regulation of 
common carriers became established, for both shipper and 
carrier to know the terms and conditions on which the carrier 
would undertake to carry safely and with reasonable dispatch. 
It was natural that some lawyer or lawyers, desiring to help 
clients undertook, in the contract between the carrier and the 
shipper, to summarize the law by putting it on the back of the 
receipt the carrier gave to his customer. 

In other words, the contract or bill of lading preceded the 
making and posting of tariffs, in the modern sense of those 
words. In fact, a few years ago a story was published to the 
effect that one of the bricks dug out of the rubbish heaps in 
the territory around the well known Iraq oil wells was a bill 
of lading or receipt given to the dispatcher of freight by fast 
dromedary or some other means of transport, possibly by barge 
on the Euphrates. 

Since bills of lading are of respectable age, what is left 
of them, perhaps the remains are larger than the originals, if 
such a thing is possible, and human beings, as well as nature, 
are loath to give up any old form. The suggestion is as accu- 
rate as the multiplication table that the first line on the face 
of the bill is a contract in and of itself. But let one undertake 
to convince one’s neighbors, including the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission! That would be over-simplification. Where- 
fore, the summary of the law represented by the terms and 
conditions on the back of the bill of lading probably will re- 
main in the place it now occupies for a long time. 





Of the making of declarations of policy 
by Congress there appears to be no end. 
Nor will there be an end, unless and 
until the House of Representatives elects 
as speaker and keeps him in office for a 
long period of years, a hard-headed man 
who will say that the proper way to 
declare a policy is to tell the citizen to 
do this and refrain from doing that. 
There was a time when policies were set forth in that way. 

In these later sissy days the writers of statutes undertake 
to supply possible deficiencies in their “do” and their “do not” 
provisions by telling the world that they are trying to ac- 
complish so and so. The result is a setting forth of the end 
sought rather than simple positive commands to do that and 
refrain from doing this. Section 500, of the transportation act 
of 1920, is one of them. 


Congress Needs 
a Square-Jawed 
Blue Pencil Boss 
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There is a declaration of policy in section 13 empowering 
the Commission to decapitate the works of state commissions 
when, in its opinion, they hurt the national transportation 
system. . 

Naturally, since the style of declaration of policy became 
notable, administrators of the law are compelled to examine 
the various declarations to see how they fit and, mayhap, 
fifteen or twenty years hence, how they fight. Examiner Stiles 
noted that, on account of the national transportation policy 
declared in the transportation act of 1940, complainants and 
interveners in No. 28609, Asbury Transportation Co. vs. Union 
Pacific et al. (elsewhere in this issue) introduced certain evi- 
dence with respect to the transportation of gasoline in Oregon 
and Washington by rail, trucks, and barges. He said the most 
recent declaration of policy was not a specification of new 
and different conditions on which the Commission might re- 
quire the increasing of intrastate rates, but, as applied to this 
proceeding, it was a declaration of “some of the objects the 
Commission must keep in mind” in applying the provisions of 
section 13(4), and make its order for the correction of those 
conditions. 

In other words, the declaration of policy made in the 
transportation act of 1940, in part, at least, is a duplication of 
an earlier declaration. But, of course, conflict of laws is nothing 
new to students of the law. In fact, there are text books on 
the subject. So perhaps, observations that might be construed 
as charges that Congress is a bit foolish at times in the way of 
running at the mouth, are not new or serious. 

But it may be reiterated that, if the House elected as 
speaker a man who had served his time as “copy reader” and 
was not afraid to use his blue pencil, this world would be a 
better place in which to live.—A. E. H. 


Petroleum Transportation 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Two witnesses representing railroad labor organizations 
and one representing railroad management testified in opposi- 
tion to H. R. 4816, the petroleum pipeline bill (see Traffic 
World, June 14, p. 1514), and Senator Gurney, of South Dakota, 
also a witness, advocated more extensive use of tank cars and 
more pipeline outlets so as not to confine the benefits of pipe- 
line transportation to terminal points only, in a hearing on that 
bill June 23, conducted by a subcommittee of the Senate inter- 
state commerce committee with Senator Truman, of Missouri, 
presiding. When these witnesses had been heard, Senator Tru- 
man announced that a recess would be taken until further call 
of the subcommittee. 

W. L. Stanley, of Atlanta, Ga., vice-president of the Sea- 
board Air Line and chairman of the railroad legislative com- 
mittees of Georgia and Florida, contended that the railroads 
had an ample supply of tank cars to handle the petroleum 
traffic that would be borne by the pipelines proposed in the 
bill, and reiterated points he had made in the hearing con- 
ducted by the Cole subcommittee of the House interstate and 
foreign commerce committee (see Traffic World, April 5, p. 870). 
He said the pipelines would cause 11,400 railroad workers to 
lose their jobs. . In the event the pipeline construction proposals 
had to be acepted by Congress as necessary defense measures, 
he said, he asked leave to submit a substitute bill which would 
make June 30, 1943, the deadline for the exercise of the gov- 
ernmental emergency powers with respect to pipelines and their 
operation set out in H. R. 4816. 

Senator Truman read a telegram from Senator Reed, of 
Kansas, which indicated opposition to the considered bill with 
the statement that “we should draw a line between essential 
and non-essential defense transportation.” 

J. D. Corbett, national legislative representative of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, said he believed that 
existing transportation facilities could handle all the petroleum 
in the United States and observed that thousands of tank cars 
had been idle for many months. He pointed out the restric- 
tions placed on railroads by the commodities clause of the inter- 
state commerce act and argued that if it was proper for ap- 
plication to railroads, it should be applied, with equal propriety, 
to all transportation agencies, including pipelines. 

“It is the position of those whom I represent,” he said, “that 
when there is a proposal for some new transportation agency, 
the services given by an existing transportation business and the 
effect of the proposal on the business and employes of the first 
agency should be controlling.” 

J. G. Luhrsen, executive secretary of the Railway Labor 
Executive Association, said that “one has to be loath to express 
any opposing opinion to any project that has attached to it the 
name of national defense,” and added that, after the President 
had so designated the pipeline proposals considered, his asso- 
ciation had reaffirmed its opposition to those proposals “because 
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national defense does not appear to be the real object in this 
case.” He said that “the build-up looks rather shady,” ex- 
plaining that this statement was not directed to the President 
but to those of his advisers who had never relaxed their efforts 
to promote the selfish interests of oil companies. In the last 
war, he continued, the government took over all the railroads; 
why, then, he asked, should not the government take over al] 
the pipelines now instead of taking over only a limited num- 
ber? He made the argument that the pipelines would serve 
primarily the oil companies constructing them, while the rail- 
roads had to serve the public generally and could not be 
“choosers.” The pipeline bill, he concluded, was a stepping 
stone to more pipelines, more waterways, more highways, all 
combining to deprive railroads of more and more traffic with 
the ultimate prospect of being brought under federal control. 

At the request of President Roosevelt, addressed to Chair- 
man Eastman, the Commission is cooperating with Petroleum 
Administrator Ickes in the transportation phases of moves to 
overcome the country’s troubles arising from the diversion of 
petroleum tankers from American coastwise to overseas service. 
Men on the Commission’s staff dealing with requests permitting 
railroads and pipe lines to publish rates on crude petroleum 
on less than thirty days’ notice and men on Administrator 
Ickes’ staff consult about such moves. The President asked for 
cooperation wherever possible. The cooperation consists of 
consultations over the telephone when a special rate is under 
consideration. The request was made a few days ago. 

The Commission, under the cooperative procedure, has 
authorized the publication of rates by pipe line companies on 
short notice for the establishment of routes for getting crude 
petroleum from southwestern fields to eastern refineries, such 
as the arrangement for getting crude to Lima, O., from the east 
Texas field for transshipment in rail tank cars from that point 
to J Bayonne area in New Jersey (see Traffic World, June 21, 
p. 3). : 

Three special permissions have been granted under which 
pipe lines will carry crude to Martinsville, Ill., where, if ar- 
rangements can be made with railroads, the oil will be trans- 
ferred to tank cars for hauling to eastern refineries. The first 
of those grants authorizes the Oklahoma Pipe Line Co. to pub- 
lish a rate of 30 cents a barrel from Oklahoma points to Mar- 
tinsville, plus a charge of a cent a barrel for transfer from 
pipe line to tank car. Another authorizes the Standard of 
Louisiana to publish a rate of 37% cents, plus a one-cent 
transfer charge from points in western Louisiana and Arkan- 
sas to the Illinois transfer point and a third authorizes a like 
rate and charge by the Humble Pipe Line from east Texas 
to Martinsville. 

Whether the proposed arrangement will amount to as much 
as expected will depend, it is suggested, on Leon Henderson of 
the Office of Price Administration and Civilian Supplies, East- 
ern refiners have advised men in Washington that they will 
not be able to use crude oil the transportation charge on which 
amounts to more than a dollar a barrel because the Price Ad- 
ministration will not allow an increase in refined products 
warranting a price for crude that would involve more than $1 
a barrel for its transportation. 

When the arrangement for transfer from pipe line to tank 
cars at Lima, O., was made the Nickel Plate, by taking “inde- 
pendent action,” that is action not approved by other railroads, 
made the arrangement possible by putting in a commodity rate 
of 17% cents a hundred pounds, in place of a class rate of 
38 cents. 

Any rail rate in excess of 19% cents from Martinsville to 
Bayonne, it is figured, would prevent the use of the proposed 
combination of the pipe line and railroad route. 

With the suggestion that the railroads might grant special 
rates to hold down transportation costs, Secretary of the In- 
terior Harold L. Ickes, as petroleum coordinator, June 25, asked 
oil companies operating in the Atlantic coast states to make 
the greatest possible use of railroad tank cars in transporting 
petroleum to the eastern seabroad. 

In his telegram to various companies operating on the east 
coast, Mr. Ickes said he fully appreciated that tank car move- 
ment would in many ways be more expensive than movement by 
other means. 

“However, I am sure you will consider some sacrifice justi- 
fied in the circumstances and you may find opportunities for 
minimizing cost additions through railroads’ cooperation in mat- 
ter of special rates,” he said. 


RAIL AND PIPELINE OIL RATES 
The Petroleum Rail Shippers’ Association has asked the 
Commission, in No. 28106, Petroleum Rail Shippers’ Associa- 
tion vs. Alton & Southern et al., to require rail carriers to 
publish rates on heavy oils 80 per cent of the refined oil rates 
prescribed in findings Nos. 1 and 2 of its decision in this case, 
234 I. C. C. 589. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Lower Mineral Water Rates 


Rail carriers in trunk line, central and southwestern terri- 
tories, in order to meet the competition of rail-water rates, 
have received relief by fourth section order No. 14254 to 
establish and maintain rates over their routes on water, mineral 
or spring, plain, concentrated or fortified, carbonated (charged) 
or not carbonated, in straight or mixed carloads, minimum 
40,000 pounds, from Hot Springs, Ark., to Baltimore, Md., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., and New York, N. Y., not less than 60, 60 and 67 
cents, respectively, without observing the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section. The relief, given by the Commission, 
division 3, in I. and S. No. 4876, mineral water Hot Springs to 
north Atlantic ports, embracing fourth section application No. 
18607, is subject to the 3344 and 50 per cent circuity limitation 
provisions. It is predicated on the existence of rail-water rates 
of 55 cents from and to the same ports. Should the amount of 
the rail-water rates be increased, the rates herein authorized, 
the Commission said, should be increased to the same extent. 

The roads, in schedules filed to become effective February 
6, 1941, proposed to establish reduced rates from Hot Springs 
of 60, 59 and 57 cents to New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
respectively, 19 cents lower than the present rail rates. Prior 
to this proposal, however, they made application for fourth sec- 
tion relief to establish the same rates over their rail routes. 
Temporary relief was given by fourth section order No. 13964. 
On protest of steamship lines operating between Gulf and north 
Atlantic ports, operation of the schedules was suspended until 
September 6, fourth section order No. 13964 was vacated and 
set aside, and fourth section application No. 18607 was set for 
hearing with the title proceeding. 


According to the report, the proposed rates were for the 
purpose of also meeting market competition and were designed 
to attract a portion of the traffic to the rail routes. The 
respondents claimed that the present rates were higher than 
the traffic would bear. The report observed that the service 
over the rail-water routes was less valuable to the dealers at 
the north Altantic ports than was the service over the all-rail 
routes. It said that while the proposed rates did not appear 
unreasonably low, they were lower than necessary to meet the 
competition over the rail-water routes, and “might lead to the 
elimination of such competition on this traffic.” 

The Commission found that the proposed reduced rates in 
the title case were not justified. It ordered cancelation of the 
suspended schedules on or before July 26 without prejudice to 
the filing of new ones in conformity with the views expressed 
herein and discontinued the proceeding. Because of the more 
valuable service, the Commission said, it would appear that the 
aggregate charges over the all-rail routes on the commodity and 
from and to the points considered should exceed similar charges 
over the rail-water routes by at least 5 cents a hundred pounds. 


New England Motor Rates 


In supplemental reports, the twenty-sixth and twenty- 
seventh, in Ex Parte MC-22, New England motor carrier rates, 
the Commission, by division 5, has made further modifications 
in the minimum class and commodity rates prescribed in the 
original report, 8 M. C. C. 287 


Changes authorized in the twenty-sixth supplemental re- 
port, according to the order attached to it, became effective 
June 23. The report was given to the general public June 24. 
A note on the first page of the report says the decision was 
made May 29, the inference being that the Commission’s 
mechanical force was not able to get the report to the public 
until a day after the changes went into effect. 


Rates authorized in the twenty-seventh supplemental re- 
port, according to the order, are to be effective, on not less 
than one day’s notice not earlier than June 30. 


In the supplemental reports the Commission dealt largely 
with changes proposed by the New England Motor Rate Bu- 
reau and Eastern Motor Freight Conference in the rates be- 
tween points in New England and between points in New 
England on the one hand and points in eastern New York, and 
northeastern New Jersey on the other. In the twenty-sixth 
report it dealt with alcohols, anti-freezing compounds and re- 
lated articles; band steel; boxes; building, paving and roofing 


materials; cabinets; cotton piece goods and related articles; 
crude rubber; dairy and packinghouse products; floor-sweeping 
compounds; formaldehyde; matzos and matzos meal; non- 
alcholic beverages; oil-cloth articles; petroleum and products; 
pulp board; reclaimed rubber; shipping boards and trays; 
sizing; soap and related articles; synthetic resins and gums; 
tetrasodium pyrophosphate; and wire. 

In the twenty-seventh report the Commission disposed of 
applications of the two rate bodies mentioned and Palmer 
Lines, Inc. They sought modifications of the Commission’s 
prior orders so as to accord, said the report, certain competing 
points a parity of rates with other points, to cancel certain 
commodity rates which the petitioners considered not reason- 
ably compensatory, and revise certain other rates which were 
regarded as being improperly related to other prescribed ra‘ 
to permit the maintenance of commodity rates between inter- 
mediate points the same as those prescribed between more 
distant points, and to establish reasonably compensatory rates 
to meet the rates of competitive transportation agencies. None 
of the parties, the report said, opposed the grant of those peti- 
tions and no hearings were held on them. The changes au- 
thorized are set forth in a 36-page appendix, not herein repro- 
duced, the changes being stated in tariff form in 53 groups. 

The Commission in a notice to the parties in Ex Parte MC 
22, New England motor carrier rates, has advised that it has 
postponed from June 20 to August 1 the time for filing of state- 
ments of commodity rates of motor common carriers less than 
the corresponding rates of rail carriers which respondents were 
directed to supply to it in the twenty-third supplemental report 
in this proceeding, 28 M. C. C. 31. The time for filing replies to 
such statements has been extended to September 2 


The Commission said that in addition to those parties speci- 
fied in the notice of May 28, 1941, upon whom the statements 
and answers thereto were to be filed, copies of the statements 
and replies thereto should be sent to Richard W. Hall, attorney 
for Class I railroads in New England. 


SWITCHING OF LOGS, ETC. 


In its sixty-third supplemental report in Lamm Lumber 
Co. terminal allowances, Ex Parte No. 104, part II, terminal 
services, the Commission has found that compensation for the 
switching of interstate traffic by the Lamm Lumber Co. at 
Modoc Point, Ore., is included in the line-haul rates and that 
the payment of allowances by the Southern Pacific and the 
Great Northern to that company for performing such services 
is not unlawful. 


This supplemental report dealt with the propriety and 
lawfulness of allowances of $3 on an outbound carload of 
lumber and box shooks and $1.50 an outbound carload of 
mill refuse fuel. The railroads, according to the report, con- 
ceded that they were obligated to perform the switching for the 
lumber company but said they preferred to have it perform 
the service for them because their line-haul locomotives were 
too large for use on industry traffic. Commissioner Porter wrote 
a dissent in which he was joined by Commissioners Rogers and 
Patterson. 

In its sixty-fourth supplemental report in this case, per- 
taining to the terminal services at the plant of the Silver Falls 
Timber Co. at Silverton, Ore., the Commission dealt with the 
propriety and lawfulness of allowances of $1.50 on logs, in- 
bound and outbound, and hogged fuel and wood outbound, and 
on outbound shipments of lumber for shipment by water, and 
$3 on lumber, including lath, plywood, and shingles, inbound 
and outbound, and miscellaneous commodities, including fuel 
oil and distillates, to the timber company. The Commission’s 
finding in this case was the same as that in the aforementioned 
Lamm Lumber Co. case. Commissioners Porter, Rogers and 
Patterson dissented. 


RIGHTS UNDER STATE CERTIFICATES 


Rejecting the contention of the applicant that it was au- 
thorized to continue operations as a common carrier by regis- 
tration of its Alabama intrastate certificate alone, the Com- 
mission, by division 5, in MC 76177, sub. No. 1, Baggett Trans- 
portation common carrier application, embracing also MC 76177 
and sub. No. 2, Same, common carrier application, has found 
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the applicant entitled to continue as a common carrier of gen- 
eral commodities, with exception among cities in Alabama. 

In one part of the decision operation is authorized between 
Montgomery, Birmingham and Selma. In the other, under 
sub. No. 2 similar authority is granted to operate between Bir- 
mingham and Florence. The certificates will permit dual oper- 
ation to a certain extent, the applicant, as a contract carrier of 
explosives in the southern states, having been granted a permit 
in MC 23966. In this report that dual operation was found to 
be consistent with the public interest and the national trans- 
portation policy. 

It was the permit which caused the Bureau of Motor Car- 
riers to rule that because of the interstate operations the appli- 
cant would have to apply for certificates as a common carrier 
notwithstanding the Alabama certificate. 


This case is related to MC F-1139, Baggett Transportation 
Co.—purchase—W. A. Bishop (see Traffic World, May 17, p. 
1255), in which the Commission dealt with a situation “con- 
cerning which there exists an apparent conflict of opinion be- 
tween the several divisions of the Commission,” and in which 
the federal body refused to accord as much weight to the state 
certificate as was claimed for it. 


Commission Reports 
Cottonseed, Etc. 


Fourth section application No. 15760, cottonseed and re- 
lated articles from the south, embracing fourth section ap- 
plications Nos. 16457, as amended, and 17278. Supplemental. 
By division 2. Relief from the long-and-short-haul part of the 
fourth section in rates on vegetable cakes, meals, and cotton- 
seed hulls, carloads, from points in southern territory to desti- 
nations in the north-central region (of western trunk-line terri- 
tory), authorized in 213 I. C. C. 653, modified by eighteenth 
supplemental fourth section order No. 12177 to include rates 
subsequently approved in 214 I. C. C. 331, 225 I. C. C. 257, and 
241 I. C. C. 499. Applicants also are authorized by eighteenth 
supplemental fourth section order No. 12177, subject to condi- 
tions, to establish and maintain rates on dehydrated sugar cane 
pith, carloads from points in southern territory to destinations 
in the north-central region, on the same basis as approved in 
214 I. C. C. 331, for application on cottonseed hulls, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 
Temporary relief in connection with applications Nos. 16457 
and 17278 was authorized by fourth section order No. 12491, as 
supplemented. 


Tobacco 


I. and S. No. 4874, unmanufactured tobacco, Virginia ports 
to New York. By division 3. Proposal of the Pennsylvania and 
Chesapeake & Ohio to establish a reduced commodity rate of 
35 cents on unmanufactured tobacco, any-quantity, from Nor- 
folk and Newport News, Va., to New York, N. Y., for export, 
not justified. Suspended schedules ordered canceled on or 
before July 23 and proceeding discontinued. The present rate 
from the same points to New York for domestic and export 
traffic is 37 cents, and the all-water rate is 35 cents. The pro- 
posal was to meet this water rate. 


Rayon Yarn 


I. and S. No. 4829, classification ratings on rayon yarn. 
By division 2. Proposal of railroads operating in the three 
major freight classification territories to establish reduced 
carload ratings on rayon fibre, n. o. i. b. n., rayon yarn, synthetic 
fibre, n. o. i. b. n., or synthetic fibre yarn, in bags, bales or 
boxes, or on wrapped beams, loose or in crates, of rule 26 (55 
per cent of first class) in official territory, Class A (45 per cent 
of first class) in western territory, and fifth class (45 per cent of 
first class) in southern territory and between southern and 
official territories, minimum 24,000 pounds, subject to Rule 34 
for closed cars exceeding 40 feet 7 inches in length, justified. 
Order of suspension vacated and set aside as of July 3 and pro- 
ceeding discontinued. Respondents, the report said, claimed 
that the maintenance of an any-quantity adjustment exclusively, 
on rayon had stifled the movement by rail. The purpose of the 
carload ratings is to allow the respondents to compete with 
motor carriers, especially private, according to the report. The 
proposal was opposed by the Middle Atlantic States Motor 
Carrier Conference, Inc., the National Classification Board of 
the American Trucking Association, Inc., the Southern Motor 
Carriers Rate Conference, and the Mid-Western Motor Freight 
Tariff Bureau, principally on the ground that the minimum was 
too low. Substantially the entire rayon industry supported the 
proposed ratings and minimum, said the report, adding that the 
ratings would be available to all shippers. Commissioner All- 
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dredge dissented in part, saying he thought the rates should be 
made subject to a minimum of 30,000 pounds. 


Fertilizers 


Fourth section application No. 18085, fertilizers between 
Cincinnati and Louisville. By division 2. Baltimore & Ohio 
authorized by fourth section order No. 14243 to establish and 
maintain a rate not lower than $1.65 a net ton on mixed 
fertilizers and fertilizer materials, carloads, minimum 60,000 
pounds, between Cincinnati, O., and Louisville, Ky., as to which 
temporary relief was given in fourth section order No. 13614, 
without observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth 
section. 


Paper Articles 


Fourth section application No. 18238, paper articles from 
Rockingham, N. C., to New Orleans, La. By division 2. On 
further hearing, finding in prior report, 241 I. C. C. 331, denying 
authority to establish and maintain a rate of 55 cents on paper 
articles, in straight or mixed carloads, minimum 24,000 pounds, 
from Rockingham, N. C., to New Orleans, La., without observing 
the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section, affirmed. 


Iron and Steel 


Fourth section application No. 18771, iron and steel, official 
territory to the west. By division 2. Authority granted by 
fourth section order No. 14245, on conditions, to establish and 
maintain rates on iron and steel articles, carloads, from points 
in official territory east of the Illinois-Indiana state line to 
points in Utah, Colorado, and Wyoming, as to which temporary 
relief was given by fourth section order No. 14058, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Live Stock 


No. 28548, Producers Co-Operative Commission Association 
vs. Chicago & Erie et al. By the Commission. Report written 
by Commissioner Johnson. Combination rate of 43 cents, double- 
deck carload of live stock from Uniondale, Ind., to Pittsburgh, 
Pa., shipped January 15, 1938, unreasonable to the extent it 
exceeded 35 cents. Reparation of $19.25, with interest, awarded. 


Automatic Water Heaters 


No. 28491, General Water Heater Corporation vs. Pacific 
Electric et al. By the Commission. Report written by Com- 
missioner Alldredge. Dismissed. Rates charged, automatic 
water heaters, automatic water heaters, shipped between May 1, 
1937, and January 1, 1940, from Burbank and Hollywood, Calif., 
to Portland, Ore., and Seattle, Wash., applicable in certain in- 
stances and inapplicable in others. Applicable rates not un- 
reasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


Lumber for Export 


Fourth section application No. 18221, lumber from Natchez, 
Miss., to Lake Charles, La. By division 2. Authority granted 
by fourth section order No. 14250 to establish and maintain 
rates no lower than 15 cents on lumber and related articles, 
carloads, from Natchez, Miss., to Lake Charles, La., for export 
and coastwise movement, as to which temporary relief was 
given by fourth section order No. 13739, without observing the 
long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. The relief is 
subject to a 50 per cent circuity limitation provision. The pur- 
pose of the relief is to equalize Lake Charles with New Orleans 
without reducing present rates from intermediate points. 


Sugar 


Fourth section application No. 18680, sugar from south- 
western Louisiana. By division 2. Authority granted by fourth 
section order No. 14251 to establish and maintain over 
circuitous routes rates the same as over direct routes on sugar, 
carloads, from points in Louisiana west of the Mississippi River 
to destinations in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Mississippi, Ohio and Tennessee, as to which tem- 
porary relief was given in fourth section order No. 13988, 
without observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth 
section. The relief is subject to a 50 per cent circuity limita- 
tion provision. 


Liquid Asphalt 


Fourth section application No. 18447, liquid asphalt to 
Buffalo, Wyo. By division 2. Burlington and Wyoming Rail- 
way Co. authorized by fourth section order No. 14255 to estab- 
lish and maintain over their route by way of Billings, Mont., 
a rate not less than 26.5 cents a hundred pounds on liquid 
asphalt, in tank-car loads, from Greybull, Wyo., to Buffalo, 
Wyo., as to which temporary relief was given by fourth section 
order No. 13862, without observing the long-and-short~haul part 
of the fourth section, to meet truck competition. 
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Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


MC F-1421, A. A. A. Highway Express, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., 
lease, Augusta Truck Co., Inc. By division 4. Authorizes lease 
by the former, for a period to expire November 30, 1942, of 
operating rights of the latter, of Augusta, Ga., between Granite- 
ville and Charleston, S. C., on the one hand, and points in 
Georgia and South Carolina, on the other. 

*MC 29678, Sub. No. 3, Leonard J. Russell, Casper, Wyo., 
extension—Littleton, embracing MC 33641, Sub. No. 2, Inter- 
state Motor Lines, Inc., extension—Littleton. By division 5. 
Authority granted in MC 29678, Sub. No. 3, to operate as a 
common carrier of such materials and supplies as are necessary 
to the maintenance and operation of CCC camps between the 
CCC warehouse located about one-fourth of a mile north of 
Littleton, Colo., and Denver, Colo., over a regular route; and in 
MC 33641, Sub. No. 2, to operate as a common carrier of such 
materials and supplies as are necessary to the maintenance 
and operation of CCC camps between the CCC warehouse 
located about one-fourth of a mile north of Littleton, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Wyoming on and within 50 
miles of applicant’s presently authorized regular routes, over 
irregular routes. 

*MC 33551, Sterling Transportation Co., Salt Lake City, 
Utah, common carrier application. By division 5. Authority 
granted to continue operation as a common carrier of general 
commodities, with exceptions, between Salt Lake City, Utah, 
and Vernal, Utah, over specified routes, serving certain inter- 
— points. In all other respects the application has been 
denied. 

MC F-119, Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Inc., Washington, 
D. C., control, Peninsula Transit Corporation. By the Com- 
mission. On reconsideration, authorizes merger in the former 
of operating rights and property of the latter, of Norfolk, Va., 
subject to conditions. The prior reports were made in 5 M. 
C. C. 394 and 35 M. C. C. 555. Commissioners Porter and 
Rogers noted dissents. 

MC F-882, George S. Butler, et al., Eureka, Kan., purchase, 
A. E. Branscomb and Floyd S. Bridges. By division 4. Dis- 
misses the application of George S. Butler, Harold M. Hays and 
Cutler S. McLenegan, partners, dba Eureka Garberville Truck 
Line, for authority to purchase operating rights and property 
of Branscomb and Bridges, also of Eureka, dba Eureka-Garber- 
ville Truck Line. The application was dismissed on authority 
of MC F-1139, Baggett Transportation Co., Purchase, Bishop, 
decided May 5, 1941, in which the Commission found that the 
carrier had no properties which it might authorize to be pur- 
chased within the meaning of Section 5 of the interstate com- 
merce act. Commissioner Porter concurred. 

MC F-1359, Haeckl’s Express, Inc., Hamilton, O., purchase, 
Jesse E. Gilbert. By division 4. Authorizes purchase by the 
former of operating rights and property of the latter, dba Day- 
ton, Xenia & Wilmington Motor Line, of Xenia, O., subject to 
the condition that, if the authority granted is exercised, the 
operating rights of Lenox Trucking, Inc., as confirmed in MC 
75531 shall be concurrently modified by excluding therefrom 
all authority to operate as a contract carrier in interstate or 
foreign commerce between Cincinnati, Ivorydale and St. Bern- 
ard, on the one hand, and points in Ohio, on the other. Unifica- 
tion, the report said, would enable applicant to provide a direct 
and expedited service to and from additional points through 
elimination of interchange at Dayton and thereby provide a 
service the shipping public had been requesting. 

MC 1425, Overland Freight Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., 
contract carrier application. By division 5. On finding appli- 
cant’s operations to be those of a common carrier, authorizes 
continuance of operation as such a carrier of specified com- 
modities between points in Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, Michigan, 
and Illinois, over irregular routes; also operation as a common 
carrier of specified commodities between points in the states 
named, including Pennsylvania and Missouri, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 1940, Blue Way Trailways, Inc., Springfield, Mass., 
common carrier application, embracing MC 59836, Blue Way 
Transit Lines, Inc., common carrier application, MC 58922, Sub. 
1, Boston, Worcester & New York Street Railway Co., common 
carrier application, MC 21586, Blue Way Trailways, Inc., broker 
application, and MC 36497, Blue Way Transit Lines, Inc., 
broker application. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings 
in prior report, 21 M. C. C. 421. modified, so as to authorize 
continuance of operation by Trailways of New England in MC 
1940 and MC 59836 as a common carrier of passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same 
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vehicle with passengers, between points in New York, Connec- 
ticut, and Massachusetts, over specified routes. It has also 
authorized continuance of operation in MC 58922, Sub. No. 1, 
by Boston, Worcester & New York Street Railway Co. as a 
common carrier of passengers and their baggage, and express, 
mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, be- 
tween points in Massachusetts and Connecticut, over specified 
routes. Further, it has authorized operation in MC 21586 by 
Trailways of New England, Inc., at Boston, Lowell, and Spring- 
field, Mass., and Hartford and New Haven, Conn., as a broker 
of transportation of passengers, baggage, express and newspa- 
pers between those points named, on the one hand, and other 
points in the United States, on the other. The Commission has 
denied operation in MC 36497 by Blue Way Transit Lines, Inc., 
as a broker of transportation of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same vehicle with passen- 
gers, in interstate or foreign commerce. 

*MC 4920, R. R. Wallace, Sapulpa, Okla., common carrier 
application, embracing Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of opera- 
tions—Mississippi. By division 5. On reconsideration, in MC 
4920, prior findings modified and authority granted to continue 
operations as a common carrier of household goods, between 
points in Oklahoma, on the one hand, and points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, and Texas, on the other, 
over irregular routes, in addition to the other authority granted 
in the prior report. On reconsideration in MC 4920, Sub. No. 
1, the Commission also has modified its prior findings and au- 
thority granted to operate as a common carrier of sugar from 
Ashdown, Ark., to points in Oklahoma, and to points in Kansas, 
including Wichita, over irregular routes, in addition to other 
authority granted in the prior report. 

*MC 89003, Sub. No. 2, Packer Transfer and Storage Co., 
Inc., Dallas, Tex., extension—Grand Prairie, Tex. By division 
5. Authority denied to operate as a common carrier of general 
commodities between Dallas, Tex., and points within 7 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 


*MC 91811, Sub. No. 3, Milton K. Morris, Philadelphia, Pa., 
extension of operations. By division 5. Authority denied to 
operate as a contract carrier of new shipping cases and new 
bottles from Royersford, Pa., to New York, N. Y., and groceries 
and grocery-store supplies from Baltimore, Md., New York, N. 
Y,. and points in New Jersey within 25 miles of Newark, to 
Philadelphia, Pa., and between Harrisburg, Pa., and Baltimore, 
over irregular routes. 


*MC 100238, Henry Sanden, Rosholt, S. D., common car- 
rier application. By division 5. Authority denied to operate 
as a common carrier of general commodities from specified 
points in Minnesota to Rosholt and New Effington, S. D., and 
live stock between Rosholt and points in South Dakota and 
North Dakota within 20 miles thereof, on the cne hand, and 
South St. Paul, Minn., and West Fargo, N. D., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 


*MC 30184, Sub. No. 1, Frederick Mathieu, Worcester, 
Mass., extension—Massachusetts. By division 5. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carrier of liquid petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank trucks, from Fall River, Mass., and 
East Hartford, Conn., to 22 points in Massachusetts, over irreg- 
ular routes through Rhode Island when necessary. 

MC 11618, Sub. No. 1, Alco Express Co., Inc., Union City, 
N. J., common carrier extension—Suffern and Middletown, N. 
Y., embracing Sub. No. 2, Same, extension of operations— 
Orange, Ulster, and Sullivan counties, N. Y. By division 5. On 
reconsideration, findings in prior reports, 8 M. C. C. 433 and 
18 M.-C. C. 806, modified so as to authorize operation as a 
common carrier of garments and cut goods together with trim- 
mings, clips, clasps, and other articles utilized in the manufac- 
ture of garments, from New York, N. Y., and Union City, N. J., 
to specified points in New York; and of finished garments from 
such points to New York City and Union City. 

MC 30603, Cardinal Stage Lines Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior 
report, 2 M. C. C. 583, authorizing continuance of operation as a 
common carrier of passengers, baggage, express and newspapers 
between specified points in Missouri, Kansas, Colorado and 
Nebraska, modified to correct an erroneous route description 
between Wichita, Kan., on the one hand, and Lincoln, Neb., 
on the other. 

*MC 34930, Sub. IMo..%, J. Ludwin Proulx, Epping, N. H., 
extension—petroleum products. By division 5. On _ recon- 
sideration, findings in the prior report, 24 M. C. C. 834, au- 
thorizing operation as a common carrier, among other things, 
of petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, over irregular 
routes from South Portland, Me., to Rochester, Groveton, and 
Center Ossipee, N. H., modified by substituting North Conway, 
N. H., for Center Ossipee. 

*MC 36473, Sub. No. 10, Central Truck Lines, Inc., Tampa, 
Fla., extension—Keystone Heights. By division 5. Authority 
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granted to operate as a common carrier of general commodities, operation as a common carrier, over irregular routes, of house- 


with exceptions, between points in Florida, over specified routes. 

MC 40872, Storch Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier ap- 
plication. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior 
reports, 17 M. C. C. 349, and 22 M. C. C. 425, modified so as to 
authorize operation as a contract carrier of chemicals and 
fertilizers and materials used in the manufacture thereof, and 
crude rubber and gums, between points in New York City, 
Dutchess, Nassau, Orange, Rockland, and Westchester counties, 
N. Y., Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Passaic, and Union counties, N. Je 
that portion of Middlesex county, N. J., north of the Raritan 
River, Bound Brook, N. J., and Greenwich, Conn., and between 
Whippany, N. J., on the one hand, and the New York points 
before named, on the other, over irregular routes, in lieu of 
chemicals, fertilizers, crude rubber, gums, oils, and other ma- 
terials used in manufacturing chemicals and fertilizers, be- 
tween the aforementioned points. 

MC 46053, Brockway Fast Motor Freight, Inc., Somerville, 
N. J., common carrier application. By division 5. On recon- 
sideration, findings in the prior report, 14 M. C. C. 565, amended 
so as to authorize operation as a contract carrier of specified 
commodities between Boonton, N. J., and points in Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, the District of Columbia, those 
in specified portions of Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and 
Virginia, and those in the New York commercial zone, over 
irregular routes, in addition to the authority granted in the 
prior report. 

MC 52560, Sub. No. 1, United Transport System, Omaha, 
Neb., extension—seafood. By division 5. On reconsideration, 
findings in prior report, 26 M. C. C. 693, amended so as to au- 
thorize operation as a contract carrier of oysters from Oyster 
Bay, N. Y., Port Norris, N. J., Baltimore, Salisbury, Galesville, 
Nanticoke, Chester, and Crisfield, Md., to Omaha, Neb., and 
Sioux City, Ia., over irregular routes, in the season extending 
from September 15 to April 15, inclusive. 

MC 61523, R. O. Seaton, Osage, la., common carrier ap- 
plication. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior 
report, 3 M. C. C. 377, modified so as to authorize applicant to 
serve Orchard, Ia., as an off-route point in connection with the 
authority granted to transport general commodities bewteen 
Mason City and Osage, Ia., between Osage and Stacyville, Ia., 
and between Osage and Waterloo, Ia., over specified routes. 

*MC 69224, Sub. No. 1, H. & W. Motor Express Co., 
Dubuque, la., extension—Iowa. By division 5. On reconsidera- 
tion, findings in the prior report, decided November 1, 1940, 
amended to authorize operation as a common carrier of general 
commodities, over additional specified routes between points in 
Illinois, Iowa, and Minnesota, serving no intermediate points. 

*MC 74438, Sub. No. 1, Charles Wagenseil, J., Inc., Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., extension of operations. By division 5. Authority 
granted to operate as a contract carrier of corrugated paper 
products and fibre board, from Long Island, City, N. Y., to 
points in Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania 
within 150 miles thereof, excluding certain territory, over 
irregular routes. 

MC F-1365, Pacific Motor Transport Co., San Francisco, 
Calif., purchase, Southern Pacific Co. By division 4. Authorizes 
purchase by the former of certain operating rights of the latter, 
also of San Francisco. The railroad controls the applicant and 
the Pacific Motor Trucking Co. through stock ownership, and, 
according to the report, the railroad “desires to discontinue 
motor carrier operations in its own name and to centralize its 
motor truck operations in trucking and motorbus operations in 
applicant.” The proposed transaction, the report added, would 
make for simplicity in regulation and would be consistent with 
the public interest. 


*MC 20914, Sub. No. 1, R. C. Crawford, San Antonio, Tex., 
extension of operations—northbound. By division 5. On recon- 
sideration, findings in prior report, decided December 4, 1940, 
reversed in part, and authority granted to operate as a common 
carrier of specified commodities, over regular routes, from San 
Antonio, Tex., to Pittsburgh, Pa., and Rochester, N. Y., serving 
certain intermediate and off-route points, and general commodi- 
ties southbound and specified commodities northbound, over an 
alternate route between San Antonio and Roanoke, Tex. 

*MC 14703, J. W. Kirwin, Yuma, Colo., contract carrier ap- 
plication, embracing Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. 
By division 5. Authority denied under the grandfather clause 
to operate as a contract carrier of specified commodities, be- 
tween points in Colorado, on the one hand, and points in Kansas, 
on the other, over specified routes. The Commission also denied 
authority to operate as a contract carrier of specified commodi- 
ties between points in Colorado, on the one hand, and points in 
Kansas, on the other, over specified routes, on finding the op- 
eration not consistent with the public interest and the national 
transportation policy. 

*MC 29865, Salvador Demary, Enterprise, W. Va., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Authority granted to continue 


hold goods, between points in Marion, Harrison, Monongalia, 
Randolph, Mineral, and Doddridge counties, W. Va., on the one 
hand, and points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, New Jersey, 
and New York on the other, through Virginia when necessary; 
and of fruits and vegetables from points in Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio to Fairmont, Clarksburg and Enterprise, 
W. Va., through Virginia when necessary, and from points in 
West Virginia through Maryland to Fairmont, Clarksburg and 
Enterprise, W. Va. 

*MC 30718, Broser Bros., Inc., New York, N. Y., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Authority granted to con- 
tinue operations as a common carrier of specified commodities 
between New York, N. Y., and specified territory in Connecti- 
cut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Rhode Island, over irregular routes. 

MC 35501, Gordons Transports, Inc., common carrier appli- 
cation, embracing MC 11220, Sub. No. 7. By division 5. Author- 
ity granted to continue operation by applicant, as successor in 
interest to Silver Fleet of Memphis, Inc., Silver Fleet, Inc., 
and Stanley D. Myerson, dba Myerson Freight Lines, general 
commodities, with exceptions, between Athens and Birmingham, 
Ala., over specified routes. 

*MC 42373, Sub. No. 1, John Henry McClendon, Dalhart, 
Tex., common carrier application. By division 5. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carrier of live stock, feed, and 
fence posts between points in Texas, New Mexico, and Okla- 
homa, within 100 miles of Dalhart, Tex., including Dalhart, 
over irregular routes. 

MC 43283, Sub. No. 3, Washburn Storage Co., Macon, Ga., 
extension of operations—household goods. By division 5. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods between points in Alabama, 
Florida, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and the District of Colum- 
bia, and between points in a base territory composed of the 
aforesaid states on the one hand, and points in New Jersey, New 
York, and Pennsylvania, on the other. 

*MC 65374, Sub. No. 1, Birger Aasland and |. C. Aasland, 
Forsyth, Mont., household goods moving. By division 5. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a common carrier of household 
goods between points in Rosebud, Custer, and Treasure counties, 
Mont., on the one hand, and points in North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Minnesota, Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, and Montana, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 73838, W. R. Holland and S. R. Holland, Statesville, 
N. C., common carrier application. By division 5. Authority 
granted to continue operations as a common carrier of new 
furniture from Statesville, N. C., to the District of Columbia, 
Baltimore, Md., New York, N. Y., and to all points in New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, South Carolina, and Georgia, 
and from Marion, N. C., to all points in South Carolina; storage 
batteries, paints and springs, from Atlanta, Ga., to Statesville; 
asphalt, composition roofing, and screen wire or wire cloth, from 
York, Pa., to all points in North Carolina; and household goods, 
between Statesville, on the one hand, and points in South Caro- 
lina, on the other, over irregular routes. 

*MC 100930, Marvin C. Giesen, Reading, Minn., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Authority granted to op- 
erate as a common carrier of live stock, between Reading, 
Minn., and points within 5 miles thereof, except incorporated 
cities, towns, and villages, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, 
S. D., and Sioux City, Ia., on the other and feed from Sioux 
Falls and Sioux City to Reading and points within 5 miles 
thereof, except incorporated cities, towns, and villages, over 
irregular routes. 


MC 101346, Fred Bakeberg, Ortonville, Minn., common car- 
rier application. By division 5. Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier of live stock from points in South Dakota 
within 60 miles of Rosen, Minn., to Rosen and points in Minne- 
sota within 20 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

MC 74634, Fordham Bus Corporation, New York, N. Y., 
common carrier application. By the Commission. On reconsid- 
eration, finding in the prior report, 22 M. C. C. 827, that ap- 
plicant was entitled to a certificate under the grandfather clause 
to continue operation as a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
of passengers and their baggage, in round-trip charter opera- 
tions, from New York, N. Y., to points in New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Maine, Mary- 
land, and the District of Columbia, affirmed. Petition for revo- 
cation of prior order denied. 


SHORT LINE RAILROAD CLAIMS 


Holding that the Chicago & Calumet River Railroad Co. 
was not entitled to benefit under section 204 of the transporta- 
tion act, 1920, as amended January 7, 1941, because it did not 
sustain a decrease in its net railway operating income while un- 
der private operation in the federal control period, the Com- 
mission, by division 4, in Finance No. 4566, deficit status of 
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Chicago & Calumet, has dismissed that road’s claim for re- 
jimbursement. The prior report was made in 105 I. C. C. 376. 
The proceeding was reopened to give effect to the amended 
transportation act of 1920. The carrier filed a claim covering 
the period from January 1, 1918, to February 29, 1920, for 
$40,214.38. It was under federal control from January 1, 1918, 
to June 22, 1918. 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 5388, 
deficit status of St. Louis, Kennett & Southeastern Railroad 
Co., has found that road to have earned in excess of 5% per 
cent of the value of its property and not entitled to reimburse- 
ment under section 204 of the transportation act, 1920, as 
amended, and dismissed its claim. The prior report was made 
in 105 I. C. C. 627, and was reopened for further consideration 
pursuant to section 204 as amended January 7, 1941. The 
net railway operating income of the carrier for that part of 
the federal control period in which it was not operated by the 
Director General of Railroads was $47,218.98, said the report. 
No amount, it added, might be certified because of the limita- 
tions imposed by amended section 204 (j). The period of pri- 
vate operation was 20 months, which would entitle the carrier 
to earn 9.58 per cent for the period, whereas it earned at the 
rate of 15.48 per cent, the report said. 


OMAHA EQUIPMENT FINANCING 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 13291, 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway Co. recon- 
struction financing, has approved purchase by the RFC, for 
itself, at par and accrued interest, of $1,680,000 of that road’s 
equipment trust certificates of 1941 to be issued under an 
equipment-trust agreement. 

In Finance No. 13207, Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha Railway Co. equipment trust certificates, the Commission, 
by division 4, has granted authority to assume obligation and 
liability in respect of not exceeding $1,680,000 of the road’s 
2% per cent equipment trust certificates, to be issued by the 
Harris Trust & Savings Bank, as trustee, and sold at par and 
accrued dividends to the RFC in connection with the procure- 
ment of 700 fifty-ton box cars, estimated to cost $2,093,944. 


N. P. ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12774, 
Northern Pacific Railway Co., abandonment, has issued a certifi- 
cate, effective 40 days from June 16, permitting abandonment 
by that road of a portion of its Green River branch, extending 
approximately 8.74 miles from Kerriston Junction to Kerriston, 
in King county, Wash. It said it was apparent that the branch 
had been operating at a substantial loss for several years and 
the cost of maintenance and repairs would greatly exceed the 
amount of revenue expected to be derived from continued rail 
service. There was insufficient available traffic to warrant con- 
tinued operation, it added. 


M. P. Abandonment 


With Chairman Eastman definitely raising the question 
whether five-man crews are needed on branch lines and other 
commissioners suggesting reductions in expenses to avoid aban- 
donments of such branch lines, the Commission, on further 
hearing in Finance No. 12205, Missouri Pacific trustee abandon- 
ment, has issued a certificate, effective 40 days from June 2, 
permitting abandonment by Guy A. Thompson, trustee of the 
Missouri Pacific, of that road’s branch extending approximately 
29.5 miles from LeRoy to Madison, Kan. 

Abandonment was permitted by division 4 in the prior 
report, 236 I. C. C. 247, as of November 20, 1939, but on 
February 12, 1940, the case was reopened for further hearing 
and the certificate issued was set aside. Protesting interests 
urged denial of the application, particularly on the grounds that 
improvement in business conditions and increases in freight 
since the original hearing warranted the continued operation 
of the branch. 

Concurring, Chairman Eastman said, after setting forth 
the tonnage carried over the branch, it appeared that the train 
which made a round-trip over the branch six days a week 
carried a crew of five men, composed, he presumed, of an 
engineer, a fireman, a conductor, and two trainmen. He said 
he could not believe that more than three were necessary for 
the work which that train had to do, and if a light, gas-pro- 
pelled unit were substituted for the steam locomotive, no doubt 
two would be enough. The use of a crew of five, he said, did 
not seem to be dependent on any “full-crew law,” but on an 
agreement between the railroad and the labor organizations. 
Whether or not the reduction in expense which would result 
from operating that train with a smaller crew would justify 
the continuance of the branch line, he said he did not know. 
any interested party wished that possibility to be considered 
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of record and should so request, he said, “I shall favor a further 
hearing for that purpose.” 

Commissioner Splawn, in a dissenting expression, concurred 
in by Commissioner Patterson, said if every portion of the rail- 
road system in this country which did not earn a profit should 
be abandoned it would be surprising how much railroad mileage 
would disappear. It would seem, he said, “that the interested 
parties in situations such as this should be able to effect a 
compromise which would substantially reduce expenses and 
preserve to the public the service on the branch.” 


Expansion of Greyhound Rights 


With Commissioner Porter dissenting, charging that “this is 
just another step by Greyhound interests to throttle effective 
competition throughout the country,” the Commission, by di- 
vision 4, in a report in MC F-1257, Southwestern Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., purchase, R. W. Lee, has authorized purchase by the 
former, of Fort Worth, Tex., of operating rights between 
Amarillo, Tex., and Raton, N. M., including state rights in 
Texas and New Mexico, and three motor busses of Lee, of 
Oklahoma City, Okla., dba Lee Way Stages. 

Commissioner Porter said the application should be denied 
because the transaction would create a monopoly of motorbus 
transportation over the route involved, without sufficient com- 
pensating benefit to the public. Amarillo, he added, was a 
gateway for bus travel between the southeast and south and 
the northwest and west, and the considered route constituted an 
important link in such travel. 

The application was opposed by the National Trailways 
System and three of its motor carrier members on the ground 
that the transaction would result in undue restraint of com- 
petition, and would be injurious to them in that it would make 
them dependent on Greyhound for connections on traffic moving 
between the southeast and south and the northwest and west. 

Commissioner Porter said he was convinced that Congress 
never intended that the Commission should approve the gradual 
elimination of all competition by one great motorbus system. 
The instant transaction, he said, was a decided step in that 
direction, as the monopoly over the considered route placed in 
the hands of Greyhound interests power over the routing of 
passengers to the prejudice of competing connecting carriers. 

“The majority here sanctions a further tightening of the 
stranglehold, and deals a further blow to the effort of the small 
operator to withstand the ruthless attacks of a system grown 
too large and powerful to tolerate independence in its com- 
petitors,”’ said he. 

The public interest, Commissioner Porter said, would be 
better served by approving sale of the operations considered 
to an established competing connecting line, or by preserving 
the existing situation. 


Labor and Rail Unifications 


Applying the so-called Harrington labor amendment, the - 
Commission, in Finance No. 12460, Fort Worth & Denver City 
Railway Co., et al., lease etc., has denied the application for 
authority to make the lease, holding that the arrangement under 
which the Colorado & Southern would lease the properties owned 
and the properties operated by the Fort Worth & Denver City 
and Wichita Valley would not be consistent with the public 
interest. 


That is a reversal of the decision made before the incor- 
poration of the Harrington amendment in the part of the law 
pertaining to unifications, 240 I. C. C. 637. The labor interest 
is the large consideration in the reversal. 


“Under the proposed lease the future of any individual 
employe of lessor would be uncertain,” says the report at the 
conclusion of the part of the law written for the protection of 
labor involved in such transactions. 


In a detailed dissent Chairman Eastman said that assuming 
from a moment that statements made in the report were cor- 
rect, which later he indicated he did not believe they were, “it 
is clear that they would be equally true of any unification in- 
volving labor economies.” Therefore said he, “if they are a 
sound reason for disapproving the transaction here proposed, 
they would be an equally sound reason for disapproving any 
unification which contemplated the ‘avoidance of waste’ which 
the Supreme Court (Texas vs. United States, 292 U. S. 522) 
termed a ‘primary aim’ of the railroad policy of Congress as it 
then existed.” 

It was true said the chairman that the provisions of section 
5 with respect to unifications had since been amended by the 
transportation act of 1940 but that under the section the test of 
the transaction remained the general public interest, on which 
the Supreme Court predicated its decision. Continuing, he sz. 
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In considering the public interest, we are directed by paragraph 
(2) (c) to consider, among other things, the ‘‘interest of the carrier 
employes affected,’’ but in paragraph (2) (f) the terms of a “fair and 
equitable arrangement to protect the interests of the railroad employes 
affected’’ are specified. Obviously if, with respect to railroad em- 
ployes, such an arrangement is made a condition of our approval of 
a proposed transaction, the intent of Congress is satisfied. Congress 
clearly did not intend to preclude such a transaction on the broad 
ground that under it the ‘‘future of any individual employe * * * 
would be uncertain.”’ 


The part of the Commission’s decision around which the 
chairman built the dissent suggesting that it meant the end of 
all such attempts to prevent waste if the view in this case were 
followed hereafter says: 


Railroad organization consists of four important and indispensable 
factors, namely, land, labor, capital, and management. High speciali- 
zation is necessary for each railroad factor. Whenever expert rail- 
road labor is compelled to readjust and adapt itself to another industry, 
there is substantial loss to the individuals and to the general public. 
Congress has recognized this fact and in revising the statute has 
specifically required us to give consideration to ‘‘the interest of the 
carrier employes affected.’’ Heretofore, we have given consideration 
to the interest of the carrier employes affected to the extent of impos- 
ing appropriate conditions in our order of approval. See Chicago, R. I. 
& G. Ry. Co. Trustees Lease, 233 I. C. C. 21. 

We are now specifically required to give consideration to the in- 
terest of such employes in determining whether the transaction is 
consistent with the public interest. Under the proposed lease the 
future of any individual employe of lessor would be uncertain. 


In the prior report the Commission prescribed the so- 
called Washington agreement for the protection of labor for 
four years after the lease went into effect. In this report the 
Commission discussed the question of savings as if it were not 
certain there would be any worth thinking about. The ap- 
plicant estimated, on the basis of 1938 business, that the annual 
minimum savings, after the fifth year would be $323,538, the 
saving prior to that time being materially less on account of the 
Washington agreement. A revised estimate the applicant esti- 
mated the annual saving at $307,942 annually, plus some addi- 
tions by reason of savings in office supplies and expenses. 

Intervening labor unions contended the approval would not 
be in the public interest because of the adverse affect on 183 
employes whose jobs would be discontinued and by the loss of 
pay rolls in Fort Worth and Childress, Tex., where the unifica- 
tion under lease would cause the discontinuance of forces. 

The Commission said the record left considerable doubt as 
to the probable financial status of the applicant four or five 
years hence, the testimony showing a present weak finanical 
condition. From an earning standpoint, it said, the Fort Worth 
& Denver City was shown as the stronger line with the greater 
probability of survival, if not encumbered by consolidation 
with the applicant. 

The technical finding was that the applicant had failed to 
establish that the transaction satisfied the requirements of sec- 
tion 5 (2) (c) (e) and (f) of the amended act. 

Commissioner Aitchison, who voted for approval in the prior 
report voted against approval in this one, in a concurrence said, 
among other things, that the Harrington amendment had “great- 
ly circumscribed our power to approve such applications.” He 
added that the economies anticipated and shown as possible 
were relatively small and that “under the Harrington amend- 
ment the major part of the savings could not be realized for at 
least four years.” 

In his dissent Chairman Eastman, controverting the idea 
that the men affected would be not so well off as if they re- 
mained in rail employment suggested that at least the me- 
chanics, by reason of the national defense demand for such 
workers, would probably be better off. He said that in his 
judgment Congress did not intend more, broadly speaking, than 
protect the employes in the compensation they were receiving 
prior to the transaction. For that reason, he suggested it was 
probable that under present conditions the applicant would soon 
be able to enjoy a very large part of the savings. 

“I may add,” said he, “that the opposition from Texas in- 
terests to the proposed transaction has taken on many of the 
aspects of a Kentucky feud or an Italian vendetta, and there 
have been many threats of reprisals from Texas public au- 
thorities and shippers in the event of our approval of the trans- 
action and its consummation. Such threats certainly afford no 
basis for adverse action on our part. They are matters which 
could be given such consideration by the applicant’s manage- 
ment as it might see fit, in the event of a grant by this Com- 
mission of the necessary authority.” 

Commissioners Mahaffie and Miller join in that expression 
and Commissioner Porter dissented. 


GREAT NORTHERN ABANDONMENT 
In a proposed report in Finance No. 13088, Great Northern 
Railway Co. abandonment, Examiner Lucian Jordan has recom- 
mended findings by division 4 that the line which the applicant 
asks permission to abandon, extending from survey station 60 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


west of Republic to Knob Hill, approximately 4.53 miles, in 
Ferry county, Wash., is an industrial track as defined in section 
1 (22) of the act, that the Commission is without jurisdiction 
in the premises, therefore, and that the application should he 
dismissed. The examiner said the record showed that there 
were six spur tracks leading from the line to gold and silver 
mines and that all the traffic of the line consisted of shipments 
to and from the mines. He said it was also apparent from the 
record that the line was built for the purpose of rendering serv- 
ice to the mines, and that there was no prospect of any traffic 
for the line in the future, except that connected with the mining 
operations. 


Reorganization Accounting 


The Commission, in connection with the disposition of 
questions relating to accounting in connection with setting up 
the books of the new Chicago Great Western railroad, has 
laid down rules to be applied in connection with it and all 
railroad reorganizations. 

In Ex Parte No. 138, opening journal entries for reorganiza- 
tion of Chicago Great Western, the Commission has indicated 
on what bases journal entries shall be made in the books of the 
new company in accounting for the property acquired by it from 
the old company as a result of the reorganization proceedings. 
The report disapproves the entries proposed by the new com- 
pany, says how they shall be revised, and approves them when 
so revised. 

The controversy about the bookkeeping part of the trans- 
action has been going on for more than a year, proposed journal 
entries having been submitted in January, 1940. It arose over 
the proposal of the new company to show, “investment in road 
and equipment” of $87,080,612, representing the estimated 
original cost of the property then in service based on the valua- 
tion made by the Commission as of 1916. The new capitalization 
authorized by the Commission is only a little more than 
$62,000,000. 

Division 1 first dealt with the subject. Then it was taken 
up by the entire Commission. The latter snuffed out the con- 
troversy by promulgating a revision of the classifications of 
“Investment in Road and Equipment and Income, Profit and 
Loss and General Balance Sheet Accounts,” effective as of 
June 1. In that the pertinent part is the establishment of a new 
account, ‘702%, Acquisition Adjustment” and canceling “757%, 
Reorganization Adjustments of Capital,” around which the fight- 
ing revolved, applicable not only to the Chicago Great Western, 
but generally. Division 1 made a ruling based on the thought 
as this report said, that the investment in road and equipment 
of a new railroad company such as the reorganized company, 
as recorded in the assets side of its balance sheet, plus other 
assets shown there, should not in the beginning exceed the 
total authorized capitalization, as recorded on the liabilities 
side, plus other liabilities there shown. 

Questions about the matter were taken to the court. In 
Re Chicago G. W. R. R. Co., 29 Fed. Supp. 149 when the stock- 
holders were attacking the value given the property by the 
Commission which had the effect of wiping them out. Railroad: 
took part in that contending that what the division proposed 
would, among other things, adversely affect property values, 
upset entirely the established system of depreciation and impair 
the credit of railroad corporations generally. 

What has been done is regarded as a compromise. The re- 
vision, it is believed, has the effect of stating the investment 
account for physical property on the basis of original cost. That 
new account, 702% “acquisition adjustment” will show the dif- 
ference between the original cost and the consideration given 
for the property. Account 702% is to be shown on the asset 
side of the balance sheet and takes the place of canceled ac- 
count 757%, previously carried on the liability side of the 
balance sheet. 

In describing the new account, 702%, the Commission said 
“This account shall be charged with the cost of a railroad or 
portion thereof acquired since Jan. 1, 1938, as an operatin’ 
entity or system by purchase, merger, consolidation, reorganiza- 
tion, receivership, sale or transfer, or otherwise. . . . To the 
extent that a credit balance is available in this account, if so 
authorized upon application to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, retirement of property in existence at the date of 
acquisition which is not replaced may be charged hereto if the 
loss is not assignable to operations subsequent to date of 
acquisition.” 


INTERSTATE MOTOR PURCHASE 
Examiner C. R. Engelhart in a proposed report in MC 
F-1062, Interstate Motor Freight System, purchase, American 
Freight Dispatch, Inc., served June 25, has recommended that 
the Commission authorize purchase by the former, of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., of operating rights of the latter, of New York, 
a A 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Rail Rates Hurt Other Carriers 


Application of the thirteenth section hammer to intra- 
state rates on petroleum products made by the Union Pacific 
on the authority of the state of Oregon, so as to afford motor 
and water carriers an opportunity to get some of the traffic 
is proposed by Examiner Stiles in a report in No. 28609, Asbury 
Transportation Co. vs. Union Pacific et al., embracing also 
I. and S. No. 4846, petroleum, Portland to Washington and 
Oregon. 

This is not the usual sort of thirteenth section proceeding 
in which the railroads ask the federal body to apply that part 
of the interstate commerce act so as to bring up rates pre- 
scribed by a state regulatory body to the level prescribed 
by the federal body for application on interstate commerce. 
On the contrary, it is a proceeding brought by carriers by 
motor vehicle and by water with a view to having the Com- 
mission order an increase in Oregon state rates maintained 
by the Union Pacific so they will have a chance to obtain some 
of the traffic. 

“The evidence indicates that the all-rail route is getting 
practically all of the traffic by means of the assailed rates,” 
says the examiner, “and the very purpose of seeking an in- 
crease therein is to enable carriers employing other modes 
of transport to share in the available traffic. No attempt 
was made to show that the increase sought would offset or 
more than offset the anticipated loss of traffic to the all-rail 
route.” 

Nor is the application of the thirteenth section proposed 
by Examiner Stiles of the usual pattern. He said the facts 
would not support a finding of undue, unreasonable or unjust 
discrimination against interstate commerce. But he said the 
facts recited by him constituted “all of the basic facts essen- 
tial to a finding of undue prejudice and preference.” 

Examiner Stiles said the Commission should find that 
rates on petroleum products, in tankcar loads from Port- 
land, Linnton, and Willbridge, Ore., to points in Oregon on the 
Union Pacific, east of The Dalles, made by authority of the 
state of Oregon, for application on intrastate traffic caused 
undue prejudice to Kennewick, Pasco, Wallula and Walla 
Walla, Wash., and shippers thereto in interstate commerce, 
and undue preference of the Oregon destinations specified and 
shippers thereto in intrastate commerce. 

Proposed schedules naming reduced interstate rail rates 
from Portland, Linnton and Willbridge, Ore., to Pendleton, 
Athena and Milton, Ore., and certain interstate destinations in 
Washington, intended to be competitive with the Oregon state 
rates, he said, should be found not justified. 

In the formal complaint, filed by a motor carrier, the 
examiner said the Commission should find the rates made by 
authority of Oregon to what was called supplement 16-C ter- 
ritory, the name being taken from a railroad tariff supple- 
ment unduly preferential and advantageous to shippers over 
the intrastate route. That finding would be like the one 
made with respect to the suspended tariffs. 


The examiner said the preference should be removed by the 
establishment of rates over the state route on petroleum prod- 
ucts, chiefly gasoline, from Portland to the affected territory, 
shown in an appendix, not herein reproduced, on the interstate 
level, about two cents higher than the present state level. 

This proceeding is an outgrowth of the throat-throttling 
and eye-gouging fight among the carriers in the Pacific 
northwest growing out of the competition of the California 
refiners and their distributing agencies in the Pacific north- 
west with refiners east of the Puget sound country which 
the Commission tried to settle in Petroleum between Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho and Montana, 234 I. C. C. 609. Litiga- 
tion growing out of that went to the Supreme Court of the 
United States in Scandrett vs. United States, 32 Fed. sup. 995. 
The highest tribunal disposed of it March 10, by affirming, 
Per curiam, the judgment of the lower court (see Traffic 
World, March 15, p. 640). Litigation growing out of it as to 
the power of the Oregon regulatory body, is still pending in 
the Oregon supreme court. 

The complainant in the formal case invoked the thirteenth 
Section and the declaration of national policy in the trans- 
portation act of 1940. As to that declaration, Examiner Stiles 
Said it was not “a specification of new or different conditions 
upon which we may require the increasing of intrastate rates, 


but, as applied to this proceeding, is a declaration of some 
of the objects the Commission must keep in mind when it 
has found the conditions to exist which are described in the 
above-quoted provisions of section 13 (4), and makes its order 
for the correction of those conditions.” 

The examiner, after reviewing how Oregon manages rates 
in that state said the assailed rates were made on the au- 
thority of Oregon, thereby bringing the thirteenth section 
into play, although the tariffs under consideration were filed 
by the railroad. He said the interstate rates were sufficiently 
higher than the state rates to cause a real and substantial dis- 
parity, although the transportation conditions were like. 


CONTRACT OIL RATES TOO LOW 


In a fight between a common and a contract carrier for 
petroleum products traffic in Montana and Wyoming Examiner 
Tobias Naftalin, in a proposed report in MC C-163, Northern 
Truck Line, Inc., vs. H. F. Johnson, has recommended that the 
Commission require a raising of the contract carrier’s charges. 
He did that although he indicated doubt about some of the 
cost data conclusions he included in his report and recom- 
mended that the Commission institute proceedings to determine 
whether Johnson, the contract carrier, had not converted his 
operation into that of a common carrier. 

Naftalin proposed that the Commission find unreasonably 
low the minimum rates and charges of Johnson on liquid petro- 
leum and products from Billings and Laurel, Mont., and Cody, 
Wyo., to destinations in western North Dakota and Idaho; from 
Billings and Laurel to points in Wyoming; and from Cody to 
points in Montana. 

Another recommendation is that the Commission find the 
minimum rates on the commodities mentioned actually main- 
tained and charged by the defendant to destinations other than 
in North Dakota, have not been shown to be unlawful in con- 
nection with loads of not less than 3,500 gallons; and from 
Billings and Laurel to points in North Dakota. 

He has recommended reasonable minimum rates based on a 
minimum of 3,000 gallons. The rates recommended by him 
from Billings and Laurel to North Dakota points are shown in 
an appendix attached to the report (not herein reproduced), 
stated in cents by the gallon. Among the rates are 2.8 cents to 
Alamo, 3.27 to Baden, 2.50 to Cartwright, 2.48 to Dickinson, 
3.44 to Flaxton, 2.75 to Grassy Butte, 2.82 to Killdere, 2.94 
to Mott, 3.03 to Noonan, 3.30 to Plaza, 3.83 to Roseglen, 3.69 
to Tolley, 3.08 to Zap, 1.92 to Beach, and 1.76 to Marmarth. 


Canned Goods Motor Rates 


Based on the conclusion that the rates of motor carriers, 
both common and contract, on canned goods from trunk line 
territory to the Carolinas and Georgia are unreasonably low, 
producing a chaotic condition, Examiner E. T. Cosbey, in a 
proposed report in MC-C 178, canned goods from eastern trunk 
line territory to Georgia, North Carolina and South Carolina 
has recommended that the Commission prescribe minimum 
rates, rules and regulations. The report also embraces I. and 
S. M-1196, canned goods, Md., Del., N. J. and Va. to southern 
states. The basis proposed by Examiner Cosbey is: Minimum 
20,000 pounds, column 35V; minimum 15,000 pounds, sixth class, 
column 40; minimum 10,000 pounds, fifth class, column 45; less- 
than-truckload, column 50. 

In applying these bases Examiner Cosbey said the carriers 
should be permitted to apply on shipments subject to a mini- 
mum of 20,000 pounds, and less-truckloads, rates resulting un- 
der column 35K and 50, respectively, of rail tariffs, when they 
were lower than the corresponding motor bases. That, he said, 
would result in applying the Baltimore rail basis on less-truck- 
load shipments and those subject to a minimum of 20,000 
pounds, originating at points in Delaware and the eastern shore 
of Maryland and Virginia. From Swedesboro, N. J., which the 
examiner said had been shown to be less distant by highway 
tc the destinations concerned than Philadelphia, he said rates 
should be permitted on the Philadelphia basis. 

Rates proposed, said Cosbey, should be made subject to 
the rules for stopping in transit for partial loading or unload- 
ing. That rule, he said, should be revised in a manner indi- 
cated, so as to make certain that it would not be applied for 
consolidations or split deliveries. He said the rule should be 
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prescribed by the Commission. The record, he added, did not 
suggest the prevalence of any practices which would require 
the prescription of rules of storage shown in an appendix. 

As to the investigation and suspension proceeding embraced 
in the report, Examiner Cosbey said the Commission should find 
justified the proposed cancellation of less-than-truckload com- 
modity rates on canned goods from points in Delaware, Mary- 
land and Virginia to destinations in Virginia and the Carolinas. 
But he said the proposed rates on such goods from points in 
Delaware, Maryland and Virginia to points in the Carolinas and 
Georgia should be found unlawful as unreasonably low and 
that if permitted to become effective would constitute a de- 
structive competitive practice. He said the respondents should 
be expected to proceed with the cancellation of the suspended 
schedules affecting rates from Swedesboro in accordance with 
a commitment made by them of record. 

The schedules in the suspension proceeding related to the 
eastern shores of Maryland and Virginia in the so-called Del- 
Mar-Va peninsula. 

In broad terms the rates under consideration apply from 
the great canning territory in Maryland, New Jersey, Delaware 
and Virginia around Chesapeake Bay to the Carolinas and 
Georgia. In that territory there is intense competition among 
the railroads, carriers by water including barges on the canals, 
motor carriers of both sorts and private carriers, both vehicular 
and water. The rates are those established when it became 
necessary for carriers by motor vehicle to state their charges 
in tariffs filed with the Commission. 

The title case was instituted by the Commission on petition 
of the Southern Motor Carrier Rate Conference and the Motor 
Carrier Traffic Association. They asserted, said the examiner, 
that the canned goods rates were in an illogical and chaotic 
state and so low as to return less than the cost of transporta- 
tion in many instances, and that unfair, ruinous and destructive 
practices resulted therefrom. The conference and association 
asked for a minimum rate order and opposed the reductions 
proposed in the suspended schedules. Southern railroads and 
coastwise steamship lines supported in part the conference and 
association proposal for a minimum rate order. Edgar F. 
Hurff Co. of Swedesboro, Hunter Motor Freight Co., Inc., a 
contract carrier and two motor common carriers opposed such 
an order and supported the suspended schedules. 


Proposed Reports 
Oils and Soap 


Fourth section application No. 18867, oils and soap between 
Baltimore, Md., and Port Ivory, N. Y. By Examiner John J. 
Crowley. Recommends denial of authority to the Baltimore & 
Ohio and others to establish and maintain a rate basis not less 
than 15 cents on oils and soap, carloads, between Baltimore, 
Md., and Port Ivory, N. Y., without observing the long-and- 
short-haul part of the fourth section. The purpose of the relief 
was to meet the competition offered by the Procter & Gamble 
Co., which operates a tank steamer in interplant service between 
Baltimore and Port Ivory. The examiner, after delving into cost 
figures, said the evidence failed to establish that the cost of 
competitive water service was so low comparatively as to re- 
quire rates lower than the present all-rail rates. The present 
all-rail rates, he added, ranged from 21 to 26 cents for $4.20 
and $5.20 a ton and there was a notable discrepancy between 
the “per ton” cost by water and the basis of 15 cents or $3 a 
ton proposed by applicants. 


Bananas 


Fourth section application No. 16852, bananas from Texas 
ports and Rio Grande crossings, embracing fourth section ap- 
plication No. 18039. By Examiner R. G. Taylor. On further 
hearing, recommends that relief from the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section in rates on imported bananas and 
coconuts, in straight or mixed carloads, from Gulf ports and 
Rio Grande crossings to (1) Missouri River cities, (2) destina- 
tions in Kansas and Missouri, and (3) destinations in western 
trunk line territory (other than destinations in Kansas and 
Missouri specified in 1 and 2), and in Illinois and central terri- 
tories, authorized in 231 I. C. C. 101, be modified by trans- 
ferring the port of Corpus Christi, Tex., in the first ordering 
paragraph of fourth section order No. 13286 from the list of 
Rio Grande crossings (indented paragraph ‘“‘b’) to the list of 
Gulf ports (indented paragraph “a”). Relief similar to that rec- 
ommended in No. 16652 is proposed in No. 18039 with respect to 
routes operating through southern territory to destinations in 
Illinois and central territories. 


Soya Bean Oil 


No. 28553, National Cottonseed Products Association, Inc., 
vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & Coast et al. By Examiner George 
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M. Curtis. Dismissal proposed. Rates, soya bean oil, from 
producing points mainly in the northeastern and north central 
regions to the principal consuming centers in the north, and 
intrastate rates on soya bean oil and corn oil between points 
in Illinois, not shown to be unduly prejudicial or preferential. 
Rates were alleged to be unduly preferential of soya bean and 
corn oil and unduly prejudicial to cottonseed oil, in violation 
of sections 3 and 13. 


Cable Reel and Pole Trailers 


No. 28561, Associated Telephone Co., Ltd., vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al. By Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Dis- 
missal proposed. Rating and rate applied on cable reel and 
pole trailers knocked-down, less-carloads, from Clintonville, 
Wis., to Pomona, San Bernardino, and Santa Monica, Calif,, 
applied on shipments between April 27, 1937, and April 25, 
1939, proposed to be found to have been applicable. Certain 
shipments proposed to be found to have been undercharged. 
Applicable rating and rate proposed to be found not shown 
to have been unreasonable. 


Fresh Vegetables 


No. 28411, Mississippi Vegetable Shippers Bureau, et al. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish, et al. By Examiner Horace W. Johnson. 
Rates and refrigeration charges assessed on various shipments 
of fresh vegetables, including beans, peas, tomatoes, Irish 
potatoes, sweet potatoes, watermelons, cucumbers and cabbage, 
from many points in Mississippi destined to points throughout 
the United States proposed to be found not to have been nor 
to be unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. Dismissal proposed. 
The examiner said that complainants’ evidence appeared de- 
signed not so much to support the allegation of unreasonableness 
as to support a plea that concessions in the rail freight rates be 
granted to compensate complainants for losses they had suf- 
fered by reason of the effect of such factors as bad weather, 
increased production of vegetables in other sections “due largely 
to the policy of the government in taking land out of cotton 
growing and substituting the growing of vegetables,” better 
quality of canned vegetables, and the disruption of market 
prices by the development of motor truck transportation of 
vegetables. As to complainants’ contention that the percentage 
of class rates applicable to vegetables from Mississippi to 
official territory was higher than that applicable on other com- 
modities taking percentages of the class rates while the class 
rate scale from Louisiana and Texas to the same destination 
was the same on all commodities, the examiner said that point- 
to-point first-class rates lower than the constructive first-class 
rates had been prescribed by the Commission between the South 
and seaboard points in New England for application only on 
commodities subject to water competition, and that vegetables 
did not move by water from Mississippi. 


Canned Milk Pick-Up Service 


No. 28599, Pet Milk Co. vs. Pennsylvania Railroad Co. By 
Examiner Carl A. Schlager. Minimum rate of 45 cents a hun- 
dred pounds in connection with pick-up and delivery service on 
less-than-carload shipments of canned milk from Greensboro, 
Md., to destinations in Delaware, District of Columbia, Mary- 
land, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia and West 
Virginia proposed to be found not unreasonable. Dismissal 
proposed. The examiner said the complainant showed that for 
a haul. of 25 miles from Greensboro to Dover, Del., the station- 
to-station rate was 24 cents, the pick-up and delivery rate 4 
cents, and that the cost of hauling in complainant’s truck would 
not exceed $10.50 as compared with the cost to it by rail of $45 
for 10,000 pounds. The examiner cited, from the Commissio~ 
findings in Pick-up and Delivery in Official Territory, 218 
I. C. C. 441, the statement that “the evidence in this record 
indicates that the economy and efficiency of the motor truck 
in the shorter distances, for example, up to 100 miles at least, 
has been definitely established. .. .” 


Hogs and Lambs 


No. 28602, Forst Packing Co., Inc. vs. Cincinnati, New Or- 
leans & Texas Pacific, et al. By Examiner Leland F. James. 
Rate of 64 cents a hundred pounds charged on 23 double-deck 
and single-deck carloads of hogs and lambs shipped between 
March 20 and October 30, 1939, inclusive, from Danville, Ky. 
to Kingston, N. Y., not shown to have been unreasonable. Dis- 
missal proposed. The proposed report said that Danville, 1166 
miles south of Cincinnati, took Group 1 rates, as did Nashville, 
Tenn., 308 miles south of Danville, and that complainant con- 
tended Danville should not have been grouped with Nashville 
and that a more reasonable grouping would have aligned it 
with Lexington, Ky., the rate from that point to Kingston bein® 
56 cents. The examiner maintained that distance-scale rates did 
not afford a fair comparison with a group rate, such as here con- 
sidered, and that in any adjustment involving origin and destina- 
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tion groups there was necessarily a disregard of distance in 
many cases. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “black face’ type, 
with name of town or city following.) 


North Dakota (Williston)—-MC 63513, Sub. No. 11, North- 
ern Truck Line, Inc., extension of operations. Examiner Curtis 
C. Henderson. Served June 20. Certificate proposed. Automo- 
biles, trucks and trailers, by truckaway method, from Fargo, 
N. D., and Duluth, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, Minn., to specified 
points in North Dakota and Montana, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Attleboro)—-MC 102431, Dora E. Giroux, 
dba Giroux’s Garage, common carrier application. Examiner 
Samuel C. Shoup. Served June 20. Certificate recommended. 
Wrecked and disabled motor vehicles by the towaway method, 
over irregular routes, between Attleboro, Mass., on the one hand, 
and points in Rhode Island, Massachusetts (through Connecti- 
cut or Rhode Island), New Hampshire, Connecticut, Vermont, 
and Maine, on the other. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Minnesota (Garvin)—-MC 102259, Donald Weidaner, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 147. Served June 20. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock, between Garvin, Minn., and 
points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, 
S. D., Sioux City, Ia., on the other; and popcorn from Garvin 
and points within 15 miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., over 
irregular routes. 

Minnesota (Austin)—-MC 102194, Garnet W. H. Kough, 
dba Kough Transfer, contract carrier application. Joint board 
201. Served June 20. Permit recommended. Such commodities 
as are dealt in by retail and mail-order department stores be- 
tween Austin, Minn., on the one hand, and points in Iowa within 
35 miles of Austin, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Ohio (Alliance)—-MC 102005, Russell Kuntzman, contract 
carrier application. Examiner U. E. Conlon. Served June 20. 
Permit proposed. Fertilizer from Lexington township, Stark 
county, O., to points in Pennsylvania on and west of U. S. 
highway 219 and those in West Virginia on and west of U. S. 
highway 219 and on and north of U. S. highway 50, with the 
right to operate through Maryland for operating convenience 
only when moving from Pennsylvania points to West Virginia 
points, and brick, hollow building tile, and conduit (clay) from 
Rose township, Carroll county, Osnaburg, Lake, and Sandy 
townships (but not including Alliance, O.), Start county, and 
Unity township, Columbiana county, O., and points within 5 
miles of East Palestine, O., to points in Pennsylvania on and 
west of U. S. highway 219, over irregular routes, with no trans- 
portation for compensation on return. 

Minnesota (Climax)—-MC 101931, Clarence H. Thompson, 
common carrier application. Joint board 24. Served June 20. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock between points, except muni- 
cipalities, in Minnesota and North Dakota within 15 miles of 
Climax, Minn., on the one hand, and feed, seed and corn, from 
Fargo, West Fargo, and Union Stockyards, N. D., to points, 
except municipalities, in the described Minnesota and North 
Dakota territory, over irregular routes. 


New Mexico (Deming)—-MC 101843, George F. Ackerman, 
common carrier application. Joint board 87. Served June 20. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Ore, lumber, and 
gravel between points in Luna and Hidalgo counties and that 
part of Grant county south of U. S. highways 78 and 80, New 
Mexico, on the one hand, and Deming, Lordsburg and Hatchita, 
N. M., on the other, over irregular routes. 


Minnesota (Waubun)—MC 101832, Frank Vajdl, common 
carrier application. Joint board 24. Served June 20. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Live stock and agricultural commodities 
between points, except municipalities, within 15 miles of Wau- 
bun, Minn., on the other hand, and Fargo, West Fargo, and 
Union Stockyards, N. D., on the other, and farm machinery and 
Parts thereof, feed and seed, from Fargo, West Fargo and 
Union Stockyards, to the before described Minnesota territory, 
over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Lovington)—-MC 101709, Homer B. Long, common 
carrier application. Joint board 21. Served June 20. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Live stock, coal, clay products, 
feed and limestone between points in Illinois and Indiana, over 
irregular routes. 

New York (Cicero)—MC 96294, Sub. No. 1, George Van 
Tassell, extension of operations. Joint board 329. Served June 
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20. Denial of permit proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in New York, on the one hand, and points in Massa- 
chusetts and New Jersey, on the other, over irregular routes. 

New York (Binghamton)—MC 89076, Sub. No. 3, Loretta 
Hughes Mitchell, extension—New Jersey-NewYork-Pennsyl- 
vania-Massachusetts points. Examiner Harold L. Seaman. 
Served June 20. Permit recommended. Milk and products in 
containers, from Binghamton, N. Y., to Boston, Mass., and 
points in New York (through New Jersey), New Jersey, Massa- 
chusetts, and Pennsylvania, within 200 miles of Binghamton, 
with rejected milk and milk products in containers, and empty 
milk and milk product containers, on return over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

illinois (Zion)—-MC 82330, Sub. No. 1, Hollis S. Austin, 
dba Austin Truck Service, extension, of operations—Wisconsin. 
Joint board 13. Served June 20. Certificate proposed. Face 
brick, from Peoria, Streator, Lowell and St. Anne, IIl., and 
points within 5 miles thereof, to points in Wisconsin on and 
south of U. S. highway 18 and on and east of Wisconsin high- 
way 69, over irregular routes. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. No. 256, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., Leonia extension. Examiner F. R. Benny. 
Served June 20. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
moving in railway express service between Leonia and Weehaw- 
ken, N. J., over a specified regular route, with service to Ridge- 
field and Fort Lee, N. J., as intermediate points. The recom- 
mended authority is subject to certain conditions, among 
which, that the service to be performed shall be limited to 
service which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, railway 
express service. 

Ohio (Toledo)—-MC 60111, Sub. No. 2, Lester L. Kaplan, 
extension of operations—sugar. Examiner A. S. Parker. Served 
June 20. Permit proposed. Sugar from Decatur and Fort 
Wayne, Ind., to points in southern Michigan, over irregular 
routes. 

South Carolina (Anderson)—-MC 59555, Sub. No. 2, D. O. 
Dunlap, dba Carolina Motor Bus Lines, extension—Seneca- 
Abbeville, Greenville, Lancaster, S.C. Joint board 177. Served 
June 20. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Seneca and Abbeville, S. C., between New- 
berry and Lancaster, S. C., and between Anderson and Green- 
ville, S. C., over specified routes, with service to and from all 
intermediate points and the off-route points of Pelzer and Pied- 
mont, S. C. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Washington (Yakima)—MC 51833, C. Earl Wallingford, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 81. Served June 20. 
Denial of certificate proposed under the grandfather clause. 
Specified commodities between points in Washington, Oregon, 
and Idaho, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Minnesota (Lake Benton)—-MC 49350, Sub. No. 2, E. J. 
Gehrts, extension—special commodities. Joint board 26. Served 
June 20. Certificate proposed. Live stock from Brookings, 
S. D., and points within 5 miles thereof to South St. Paul, 
Minn., over irregular routes. 


Indiana (Plymouth)—MC 48501, Sub. No. 3, Indiana Motor 
Bus Co., extension—Kingsbury ordnance plant. Joint board 72. 
Served June 20. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between the junction of U. S. highways 6 and 
31 and the junction of U. S. highways 6 and 35, over U. S. 
highway 6, with service to and from all intermediate points, 
and to .and from Union Center, Ind., as an off-route point. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Minnesota (Moorhead)—MC 44790, Sub. No. 4, C. Maughan, 
extension of operations—North Dakota. Joint board 24. Served 
June 20. Certificate proposed. Automobiles, trucks, and trail- 
ers, new or used, in driveaway service, from Fargo, N. D., to 
points in North Dakota, over irregular routes. 

California (Modesto)—-MC 40837, Harry Goodnight, dba 
Rice Trucking Co., common carrier application. Examiner F. 
Roy Linn. Served June 20. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operation, hay, beans, feeds, and fertilizer between described 
points in California, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

IMinois (Rock Island)—-MC 33087, Sub. No. 5, Dohrn Trans- 
fer Co., extension—West Burlington. Joint board 92. Served 
June 20. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Burlington, Ia., and the site of a shell load- 
ing plant near West Burlington, Ia., over Iowa highway 80, or 
U. S. highway 34. 

lowa (Marshalltown)—MC 30844, Sub. No. 4, Heuer Truck 
Lines, Inc., extension—iron and steel, petroleum and canned 
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goods. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served June 20. Certificate 
proposed. tron and steel articles from Kansas City, Mo., to 
points in Iowa; petroleum products, in containers, from Tulsa, 
Okla., to points in Iowa; and canned goods from the lower 
peninsula of Michigan to points in Iowa, over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 30423, Sub. No. 1, Okla- 
homa-Louisiana Motor Freight Co., extension—general com- 
modities. Joint board 90. Served June 20. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities from and to points in Oklahoma 
and Louisiana, over irregular routes. 

California (Pasadena)—-MC 23922, Arthur Lee Aldridge, 
common carrier application. Examiner William J. Cave. Served 
June 20. On further proceedings, applicant’s operations found 
to be those of a common carrier, and certificate proposed. 
Household goods between Los Angeles and Los Angeles Harbor, 
Calif., and between Pasadena, Calif., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, Los Angeles and 
Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Massachusetts (Millbury)—-MC 19341, Sub. No. 5, H. A. 
Taylor, dba H. A. Taylor Trucking, extension of operations— 
Manchaug, Mass. Joint board 18. Served June 20. Certificate 
proposed. Fuel oil, in bulk, in tank trucks, from Tiverton, 
Providence, and East Providence, R. I., over a regular route, to 
Manchaug, Mass. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

South Dakota (Hudson)—-MC 3480, Sub. No. 1, R. O. Dun- 
can, dba Hudson Motor Express, common carrier application. 
Joint board 148. Served June 20. Certificate recommended. 
Live stock between Hudson, S. D., and points within 15 miles 
thereof in South Dakota and Iowa, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., and Sioux Falls, S. D., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

New York (Amsterdam)—MC 102606, Karl E. Dockstader, 
contract carrier application. Examiner E. W. Kerttu. Served 
June 24. Permit recommended. Fresh meat and packing-house 
products from Amsterdam, N. Y., to Cobleskill, N. Y., over a 
regular route, with service to all intermediate points. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Indiana (Gary)—MC 102450, Steel City Cartage, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 21. Served June 24. Permit 
recommended. Road building materials and supplies, in dump 
truck, from Chicago, Ill., to points in Lake, Porter, and LaPorte 
counties, Ind., over irregular routes. 

South Dakota (Gregory)—-MC 102126, Gregory Farmers 
Elevator Co., common carrier application. Joint board 148. 
Served June 24. Certificate proposed. Grain, feed, and seeds, 
from Sioux City, Ia., to Gregory, S. D., and points within 30 
miles thereof; live stock between Gregory and points within 30 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, on the other, 
over irregular routes within 30-mile radius to junction U. S. 
highway 18, thence over U. S. highway 18 to junction South 
Dakota highway 50, thence over South Dakota 50 to junction 
U. S. highway 77, thence over U. S. highway 77 to Sioux City, 
and return, over the same route. 


North Dakota (Mantador)—-MC 102026, Gerhard Fettes, 
dba Fettes Motor Freight, common carrier application. Joint 
board 300. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Fargo and Wyndmere, N. D., 
and between Barney and Great Bend, N. D., over specified 
routes. 

New Mexico (Las Vegas)—-MC 101863, William M. Jones, 
common carrier application. Joint board 87. Served June 24. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Las Vegas and the CCC camp known 
as 2356 SCS 28-N at La Cueva, Mora county, N. M., over ir- 
regular routes. 

INlinois (Decatur)—MC 101493, M. W. Crosby, dba M. W. 
Crosby Truck Service, common carrier application. Examiner 
James C. Cheseldine. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. 
Storage tanks, structural steel and fabricated steel articles re- 
quiring special handling and special equipment due to their 
size and weight, from Decatur, IIl., to St. Louis, Mo., and points 
within 20 miles thereof, over a specified route. 


South Carolina (Wampee)—MC 101133, Rupert Elfred Bell, 
common carrier application. Joint board 130. Served June 24. 
Certificate recommended. Fertilizer, from Wilmington, N. C., 
and points within 10 miles thereof to points in Horry county, 
S. C., and special commodities, from Charlotte and Wilming- 
ton, N. C., and Port Wentworth, Ga., to Conway, Loris, and 
Nixons Cross Roads, over irregular routes. 

New Mexico (Roswell)--MC 100991, Pecos Valley Trading 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 87. Served June 
24. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between CCC camps, on the one hand, and rail heads 
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and motor common carrier terminals, on the other, within 
Chaves county, N. M., over irregular routes. 

Minnesota (Browns Valley)—-MC 95432, Sub. No. 1, Clare 
Duffield and Ward Duffield, co-partners, dba Duffield Bros., ex- 
tension of operations. Joint board 26. Served June 24. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Live stock between points in Lee, Law- 
rence, Grant, and Harmon townships, Roberts county, S. D., 
and South St. Paul, Minn., over irregular routes. ; 

Ohio (Canton)—MC 84600, Sub. No. 1, Joseph A. Block, 
extension of operations. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served 
June 24. Permit proposed. Brick and clay products, from points 
in Carroll county, O., to points in Pennsylvania, New York, and 
West Virginia, except points in Marshall, Ohio, Brooke and Han- 
cock counties, W. Va.; from points in Stark and Tuscarawas 
counties, O., to points in New York east of U. S. highway 15 
and West Virginia except points in Marshall, Ohio, Brooke 
and Hancock counties; and from Lawrence county, Pa., to points 
in Ohio, over irregular routes. 

New Mexico (Carlsbad)—-MC 81541, Sub. No. 1, Robert E. 
Bybee, extension—New Mexico. Joint board 87. Served June 
24. Certificate proposed. General commodities, except explo- 
sives, between Carlsbad, N. M., on the one hand, and points in 
Eddy county, N. M., except those on federal or state highways, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 78786, Sub. No. 60, Pacific 
Motor Trucking Co., extension of operations—Salinas airport. 
Examiner Henry A. Cockrum. Served June 24. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between Salinas, 
Calif., and Salinas Airport, Calif., over irregular routes. The 
proposed authority is subject to certain conditions, among which, 
that the service to be performed shall be limited to service 
which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail service of the 
Southern Pacific Co., of which the apnlicant is a wholly-owned 
subsidiary. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Mexico (Mountainair)—-MC 71770, Sub. No. 1, Fred 
Hinton, common carrier application. Joint board 87. Served 
June 24. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Tarrance county, N. M., over 
irregular routes. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. No. 254, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., Massena extension. Examiner F. R. 
Benny. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties moving in railway express service between Massena and 
Rosseveltown, N. Y., over New York highway 37, with no 
service to intermediate points. The recommended authority is 
subject to certain conditions to restrict the service to that 
which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, railway express 
service. 

Ilinois (Elgin)—-MC 60649, Sub. No. 1, Fred A. Hanson, 
dba Parkway Transfer, extension—Wisconsin. Joint board 13. 
Served June 24. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. 
Applicant sought a certificate to transport live stock between 
points in Wisconsin and Illinois, over irregular routes. 

New York (Jamestown)—-MC 59603. Joseph Sgro, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner F. R. Benny. Served June 
24. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodi- 
ties between all points in New York and Pennsylvania, over 
irregular routes. 

Maine (Portland)—-MC 59833, Liberty Motor Tours, Inc., 
common carrier application. Joint board 69. Served June 24. 
Denial of application for a permit or certificate proposed under 
the grandfather clauses. Passengers in Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, and Massachusetts, over a regular route. 


WWinois (Litchfield)—-MC 52678, Ellis G. Green, dba Ellis 
G. Green’s Truck Service, common carrier application. Joint 
board 135. Served June 24. Denial of certificate proposed. 
General commodities between points in Illinois and Missouri 
over irregular routes. 

lowa (Fort Dodge)—-MC 52110, Sub. No. 7, Brady Trans- 
fer & Storage Co., extension—sea food. Examiner R. J. Flood. 
Served June 24. Certificate recommended. Frozen fish and sea 
food from Boston, Gloucester and Provincetown, Mass., to 
specified points in Pennsylvania, Minnesota, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Missouri, and South Dakota, and glue, ink, paste, and mucilage 
from Gloucester to points in Ohio and Indiana, over irregular 
routes. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. No. 216, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., extension of operations. Joint board 186. 
Served June 24. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
moving in railway express service, between Plymouth and 
Lincoln, N. H., over specified routes with service at all inter- 
mediate points. The proposed authority is subject to certain 
conditions, one of which to restrict the service to that which 
is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, railway express service. 

New York (New York)—MC 40428, Sub. No. 2, Cross 
Transportation Inc., extension of operation. Examiner C. H. 
Luce. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. Specified com- 
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modities between specified points in Delaware, Maryland, Mas- 
sachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania and Virginia. 

Louisiana (New Orleans)—-MC 29906, Sub. No. 1, Mobile 
Express, Inc., Mobile and New Orleans extension. Joint board 
165. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Mobile, Ala., and New Or- 
leans, La.; (1) all points within 10 miles of Mobile, (2) all 
points within 10 miles of New Orleans, (3) Slidell, except 
traffic moving between New Orleans and Slidell, and (4) Log- 
town, Waveland, Clermont, Harbor, Lake Shore, Kiln, Pine 
Hill, Fenton, DeLisle and Handsboro. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 29778, Sub. No. 16, Yel- 
low Cab Transit Co., extension—Ft. Riley. Joint board 52. 
Served June 24. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Kansas City, Kan., on the 
one hand, and Fort Riley, Camp Funston, and Camp White- 
side, on the other, over U. S. highway 40. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 19575, Sub. No. 5, Rudolph Lengle, 
extension of operations—Rochester, N. Y. Joint board 330. 
Served June 24. Denial of permit proposed. Carbonated and 
malt beverages from Rochester, N. Y., to points in Ohio, over 
irregular routes, and empty containers on return. 

Oregon (Grants Pass)—-MC 14467, Sub. No. 8, Floyd H. 
Johnson, dba Medford-Crescent City Truck Lines, extension of 
operations— Idaho. Joint board 6. Served June 24. Certificate 
recommended. Machinery between points in Josephine, Jack- 
son, Douglas, and Klamath counties, Ore., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Idaho, subject to the restriction that ap- 
plicant may not transport those commodities between any two 
points both of which are located on rail lines. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

IMinois (Danville)—MC 13119, Sub. No. 2, John F. Shim- 
kus, dba Wayland Transfer, extension—Louisville. Joint board 
1. Served June 24. Denial of permit proposed. Malt and 
alcoholic beverages and empty containers, between Louisville, 
Ky., and Westville, Ill., over a regular route. 

Michigan (Monroe)—MC 8604, William Herman Laginess, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 57. Served June 24. 
Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Continuance of operations, such 
bulk commodities as are transported in dump trucks, and can be 
unloaded by dumping, between Monroe, Mich., and points in 
Michigan within 40 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in 
end within 40 miles of Monroe, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 1417, Laura I. Lee, dba Red 
Truck Line, common carrier application. Examiner W. L. 
Schubert. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operations, such commodities as are dealt in by wholesale 
grocery houses between St. Paul, Minn., and Grand Forks, N. D., 
and between Fargo, N. D., and Duluth, Minn., with service to 
specified intermediate and off-route points, over regular routes; 
furniture from Minneapolis, Minn., to Fargo, N. D.; canned 
goods from Cumberland, Wis., and points within 50 miles there- 
of, to Moorhead, Minn., Fargo, and Grand Forks, N. D.; malt 
beverages from Milwaukee and La Crosse, Wis., to Moorhead, 
Minn., and Fargo, N. D.; and empty malt beverage containers 
in the reverse direction, over irregular routes. 

Alabama (Dothan)—MC 525, Sub. No. 4, St. Andrews Bay 
Transportation Co., extension—Alabama-Florida. Joint board 
98. Served June 24. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, except those requiring special equipment, between 
Murphy’s Junction, Ala., and junction Florida highway 52 and 
U. S. highway 231, over a specified regular route, with service 
to and from all intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

INinois (Quincy)—MC 441, Sub. No. 2, Hinton Motor 
Service, Inc., extension—Ohio points. Joint board 58. Served 
June 24. Denial of permit proposed. Paper and paper products, 
between Quincy, Ill, and Hamilton, Middletown, Franklin, 
Dayton, Urbana, and Lockland, O., and Indianapolis, Ind., over 
regular routes. 


Alabama (Birmingham)—MC 89778, Sub. No. 4, Baggett 
Transportation Co., Inc., Ind.-Mo.-Ill. extension. Examiner 
Richard Yardley. Served June 25. Permit proposed. Explosives 
and blasting supplies between McAdory, Ala., and points within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Missouri, Indiana, and Illinois, passing through Alabama, Ten- 
hessee, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, Arkansas, and Missouri, 
when necessary over irregular routes. 

_ Ohio (Paulding)—MC 102343, John Kauser, common car- 
rier application. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served June 
25. Certificate recommended. Specified commodities between 
Points in Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, Pennsylvania and Michigan, 
Over irregular routes. 

Maryland (Keymar)—MC 102254, Franklin P. Alexander, 
Contract carrier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served 
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June 25. Permit proposed. Apples and peaches, from Decatur, 
Md., to Biglerville, Aspers, and Greencastle, Pa., over irregular 
routes. 

Pennsylvania (Osterhout)—-MC 101750, Sub. No. 1, Frank 
Mirabelli and Lewis Mirabelli, contract carrier application. 
Examiner Walter W. Bryan. Served June 25. Certificate pro- 
posed on finding applicants’ operations to be those of a common 
carrier. Coal, from mines located in Luzerne county, Pa., to 
Syracuse, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Carrollton)—-MC 69981, Sub. No. 1, Jacob Borlin, 
extension of operations—TIllinois. Examiner James C. Chesel- 
dine. Served June 25. Certificate proposed. Washing machines, 
ironers, and supplies and parts therefor, from Newton, Ia., 
to points in Adams and Scott counties, Ill., over specified 
routes. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. No. 255, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., Parlin extension. Examiner F. R. Benny. 
Served June 25. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
moving in railway express service between Perth Amboy and 
South River, N. J., over a regular route, with service to Parlin, 
N. J., as an intermediate point and to South Amboy and Sayre- 
ville, N. J., as off-route points. The proposed authority is sub- 
ject to certain conditions, one of which restricts the service to 
service which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, railway express 
service. 

Kentucky (Louisville)—-MC 65419, Sub. No. 1, Armored 
Car Co., Inc., extension—Indiana defense plants. Joint board 
155. Served June 25. Permit recommended. Money, bullion, 
securities, bonds, and other commodities and articles of unusual 
value, between Louisville, Ky., and Charlestown, Ind., over a 
regular route, from Louisville over U. S. highway 31-E to 
Jeffersonville, Ind., and thence over Indiana highway 62 to 
Charlestown, returning over the same route, serving inter- 
mediate points and serving as off-route points the sites, now or 
to be occupied by the Indiana Ordnance Works and the Indiana 
Bag Plant. 

North Carolina (Winston-Salem)—MC 61264, Sub. No. 3, 
W. S. Pinnix, dba Pinnix Transfer Co., extension of operations 
—West Virginia, Ohio, and Pennsylvania points. Examiner 
W. W. McCaslin. Served June 25. Certificate recommended. 
Specified commodities between specified points in a defined area 
in North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, and Ohio, over irregular routes. 

Washington (Seattle)—-MC 41486, Sub. No. 3, Lyon Van & 
Storage Co., of Washington, extension of operations—Seattle, 
Wash. Joint board 80. Served June 25. Certificate recommended. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Seattle, Wash., on 
the one hand, and points within 3 miles thereof, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

South Dakota (Bonesteel)—-MC 37282, Sub. No. 1, Harry 
C. Geyer, dba Bonesteel Transfer, extension—Minnesota. Joint 
board 26. Served June 25. Certificate proposed. Emigrant mov- 
ables and household goods between Bonesteel, S. D., and points 
within 25 miles thereof and points in Minnesota over irregular 
routes. 


indiana (South Bend)—-MC 29886, Sub. No. 7, Schrader 
Transportation Co., Inc., extension—Arizona-New Mexico. Ex- 
aminer A. S. Parker. Served June 25. Certificate proposed. 
Automobiles and light commercial trucks, in driveaway serv- 
ice (single vehicles or by the tow-bar, full-mount or saddle- 
mount methods), from Detroit, Mich., to points in Arizona and 
New Mexico, over irregular routes. 


Georgia (Atlanta)—MC 23620, Sub. No. 9, Georgia Motor 
Express, Inc., Childersburg extension. Joint board 100. Served 
June 25. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Winterboro and Childersburg, Ala., serving 
the site of the new government powder plant near Childersbure. 
as an off-route point over Alabama highway 76, and between 
Lincoln and Talladega, Ala., over Alabama highway 102. 

Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC 23430, Robert E. Mack, 
dba Mack Transportation Co., contract carrier application. Ex- 
aminer John P. McCarthy. Served June 25. Dismissal of appli- 
cation for a permit proposed at request of applicant. General 
commodities between points in Philadelphia county, Pa., and 
between Philadelphia, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, Delaware, and 
Maryland, over irregular routes. 


North Carolina (Raleigh)—-MC 13300, Sub. No. 12, Caro- 
lina Coach Co., extension—North Carolina and Virginia. Joint 
board 7. Served June 25. Certificate recommended. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between specified points in Vir- 
ginia and North Carolina, over regular routes, with service to 
and from all intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 6616, Sub. No. 2, Toedebusch 
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Transfer, Inc., extensions—Missouri defense plants. Joint board 
195. Served June 25. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between specified points in Missouri. 

Ohio (Marion)—MC 102530, Earl L. Spicer, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 117. Served June 26. Permit 
proposed. Specified commodities from Marion, O., to described 
points in Ohio, over irregular routes, with no transportation 
for compensation on return, with the restriction that the com- 
modities shall be confined to those which have had an immediate 
prior movement by rail. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

New Jersey (Woodridge)—-MC 102413, William H. Cubbon, 
contract carrier application. Examiner E. J. Murphy. Served 
June 26. Permit recommended. Bakery goods, and confec- 
tionery, between Clifton, N. J., on the one hand, and New 
York, N. Y., and points in Nassau, Suffolk, and Westchester 
counties, N. Y., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania (Lock Haven)—-MC 102350, Helen C. Byral, 
common carrier application. Examiner G. E. Sullivan. Served 
June 26. Certificate proposed. Airplanes, crated, and parts 
thereof, from Lock Haven, Pa., to New York, N. Y.; sitka 
spruce, from Utica and New York, N. Y., to Lock Haven; 
airplane parts (new and used), and damaged airplanes and 
damaged airplane parts between Lock Haven, on the one hand, 
and points in Delaware, Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio, Virginia, West Virginia, and the Distict of Co- 
lumbia, on the other. 

Minnesota (Nielsville)—-MC 102053, Gust R. Eidsmoe, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 24. Served June 26. Dis- 
missal of application for a certificate proposed at request of 
applicant. General commodities between Nielsville, Minn., and 
points within 15 miles thereof, and Fargo, West Fargo, and 
Union Stockyards, N. D., over irregular routes. 

Minnesota (Lismore)—-MC 94545, Robert G. Kemper, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 147. Served June 26. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock between Lismore, Minn., and 
points within 20 miles thereof, on the one hand, and on the 
other, Sioux Falls, S. D.; twine, feed, seed, farm machinery, 
tractors and oils and greases in containers, from Sioux Falls to 
Lismore and points within 20 miles thereof, over irregular 
routes. 

New Mexico (Jal)—-MC 94434, Sub. No. 1, H. S. Weaver, 
common carrier application. Joint board 87. Served June 26. 
Certificate proposed. Oilfield equipment, between Jal and 
Hobbs, N. M., on the one hand, and points in Lea and Eddy 
counties, N. M., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


North Carolina (High Point)—MC 71185, Carlton C. Hooks, 
Columbus C. Hooks, and J. L. Rothrock, dba Hooks Motor Lines, 
common carrier application. Examiner C. Garofalo. Served 
June 26. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, new 
furniture from High Point, N. C:, to Richmond, Va., Washing- 
ton, D. C., Baltimore, Md., Philadelphia, Pa., Wilmington, Del., 
Trenton and Newark, N. J., and New York commercial zone, 
and from Mebane and Mt. Airy, N. C., to New York; toy wood 
paddies from High Point to New York; cotton fabrics from High 
Point to Philadelphia and New York; tinware from Baltimore to 
Richmond and High Point; crackers from Philadelphia to Wins- 
ton-Salem, N. C.; and rubbing alcohol from Philadelphia to 
High Point, over specified routes. 

North Carolina (Black Mountain)—-MC 32486, Brittain 
Freight Lines, Inc., contract carrier application. Joint board 
196. Served June 26. Permit proposed. Cotton, bales, from 
Richmond, Va., to Swannanoa, N. C., and paper and paper 
products from Canton, N. C., to Richmond, Va., over specified 
routs. The joint board has recommended denial of authority 
under the grandfather clause to operate as a contract carrier of 
cotton, in bales, from Richmond and Norfolk, Va., and Charles- 
ton, S. C., to Swannanoa and Biltmore, N. C., and of paper 
and paper products from Canton to Roanoke, Richmond and 
Norfolk, Va. 

Connecticut (West Haven)—-MC 26076, Stanley Rice, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner T. M. Hanrahan. Served 
June 26. Certificate recommended. Continuance of operation, 
scrap metals, from points in Fairfield, Hartford, Litchfield, New 
Haven and Middlesex counties, Conn., to Carteret, Perth Amboy, 
and Trenton, N. J., and of scrap rubber and scrap fire hose, 
from New York, N. Y., to points in Westchester county, N. Y., 
and points in New Jersey, to Naugatuck, Conn., over irregular 
routes. 

Pennsylvania (Nescopeck)—-MC 8658, Sub. No. 1, George 
M. Wenner, extension of operations. Examiner C. H. Luce. 
Served June 26. Denial of certificate proposed. New automo- 
biles in truckaway service over irregular routes from Buffalo, 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


N. Y., and West Springfield, Pa., to various points in Carbon, 
Columbia, Luzerne, and Schuylkill counties, Pa. 

Minnesota (Greenbush)—-MC 1270, Sub. No. 1, Herbert 
Reese, extension of operations—Minnesota. Examiner Curtis 
C. Henderson. Served June 26. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Heavy machinery and machine parts, road construction ma- 
terials, and contractors’ supplies and equipment between poinis 
in Minnesota, on the one hand, and points in the Dakotas, Iowa, 
Illinois and Wisconsin, on the other, over irregular routes. 

IMinois (Quincy)—MC 441, Sub. No. 1, Hinton Motor Serv- 
ice, Inc., extension—Mooresville, Ind. Joint board 21. Served 
June 26. Permit proposed. Paper products, egg cases and egg 
case materials, from Quincy, Ill., to Mooresville, Ind., and of 
wastepaper from Mooresville to Quincy, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey (Newark)—MC 228, Sub. No. 3, Hudson Tran- 
sit Lines, Inc., extension application—New York. Examiner 
Roy R. Waterbury. Served June 26. Denial of certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers, express, mail, and newspapers, between 
Chester and Warwick, N. Y., over New York highway 45. 


MARION TRUCK PURCHASE 


Examiner Paul C. Albus in a proposed report in MC F-1455, 
Marion Trucking Co., Inc., purchase, George E. Martz, served 
June 24, has recommended purchase by the former, of Marion, 
Ind., of operating rights of George E. Martz, dba Yellow Cab 
Trucking Co., also of Marion, subject to the condition that if 
the transaction is consummated Marion shall not transport as 
a common carrier, any commodity which it may transport as 
a contract carrier over the same route or between the same 
points as the result of the authority granted, and any common 
carrier rights which may be confirmed in it as a result of its 
application in MC 74588 shall not include authority to perform 
such transportation. 


ABANDONMENT IN GEORGIA 


Instead of an operating deficit averaging about $8,620 an- 
nually since 1936, as reported by the applicant, a revision of the 
income account based on the applicant’s records and on the evi- 
dence indicated an average operating profit of about $2,760 
yearly, and under these conditions the abandonment sought 
should not be permitted, said Examiner A. G. Nye in a pro- 
posed report in Finance No. 12355, Collins & Glennville Railroad 
Co. abandonment. 

Accordingly, the examiner proposed denial of the authority 
sought by the applicant, for abandonment of the portion of 
its line extending from Reidsville to Glennville, approximately 
16 miles, in Tatnall county, Ga. The proposed report showed 
that the application had been dismissed by division 4 at the 
request of the applicant in October, 1939, and that the pro- 
ceeding had been reopened on petition of the applicant in 
March, 1941. The examiner said that nothing appeared of 
record showing the actual volume of traffic handled by the 
line, that revenues appeared to be understated, that the 
method used in estimating the cost of operation was doubt- 
ful, and that the increase in certain operating expense ac- 
counts for 1940, particularly administration and other gen- 
eral expenses, over former years when a greater volume of 
traffic was handled had not been justified by the record in the 
proceeding. 


PURCHASE BY DENVER TRUCK LINE 


Objections to two provisions of an agreement between the 
applicant and one of the vendors were set out and denial of 
authority for acquisition by the applicant of the portion of 
that vendor’s contract carrier rights confined to the State of 
Wyoming was recommended in a proposed report by Examiner 
Bruce W. Card, of the section of finance, Bureau of Motor 
Carriers, in MC F-1423, The Gallagher Transfer & Storage Co., 
of Denver, Colo., purchase, Buckingham Transportation Co. of 
Colorado, Inc., also of Denver, and Fast Freight Lines, Inc., of 
Casper, Wyo. 

The examiner proposed authorization of the purchase by 
Gallagher of the rights of Buckingham as a common carrier 
of general commodities between the junction of U. S. highways 
85 and 87, north of Cheyenne, Wyo., and Billings, Mont., and 
between the junction of U. S. highways 20 and 310 to Deaver, 
Wyo., together with motor vehicles and other equipment, and 
the interstate and intrastate rights of Fast Freight as a com- 
mon carrier of general commodities between Casper, Wyo., and 
Billings, and between the junction of U. S. highways 20 and 
310, west of Greybull, Wyo., and Deaver. The agreement with 
the Buckingham company also called for transfer of that part of 
its contract carrier rights between the junction north of Chey- 
enne and the Wyoming-Montana state line north of Deaver, and 
the total consideration agreed on was $58,700. Gallagher would 
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pay $12,300 for the Fast Freight rights. The Gallagher-Buck- 
ingham agreement contained one condition which the examiner 
regarded as speculative and inconsistent with Gallagher’s obli- 
gation to handle all the traffic offered it, and another provision, 
under which Buckingham would be prohibited from competing 
with Gallagher for certain traffic for 10 years, which provision 
the examiner described as “monopolistic in character.” He 
proposed cancelation of both provisions prior to consumma- 
tion of the transaction. As to the sale of Buckingham’s contract 
carrier rights in Wyoming, the examiner said those rights could 
not be separated from origin and destination territory in Colo- 
rado which was necessary to the interstate character of the 
operation. 


OILFIELD-HAULING RIGHTS SALE 


Considering the nature of oilfield-hauling, a finding that 
the vendors ceased to hold themselves out to perform trans- 
portation in Mississippi or abandoned such operations after their 
rights were confirmed August 3, 1940, was not warranted, Ex- 
aminer Frank A. Clifford of the section of finance, Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, said in a proposed report served June 21 in MC 
F-1233, T. E. Mercer et al., purchase, A. Reich et al. The ex- 
aminer recommended authorization of the proposed purchase 
by T. E. and G. E. Mercer, dba T. E. Mercer Teaming & Truck- 
ing Contractor, of Fort Worth, Tex., of the operating rights of 
A., C. E. and M. C. Reich, dba Reich Brothers, of Jennings, La., 
as common carriers of oilfield equipment between points in 
Mississippi, for $500, vendors to retain such rights in Arkansas, 
Louisiana and Texas. 

Examiner Clifford also proposed discontinuance of an in- 
vestigation instituted by the Commission under former section 
213(b) (2) of the motor carrier act (docket number not desig- 
nated) into and concerning the matter of possible violation of 
the provisions Of section 213(b) (1), on the ground that the evi- 
dence adduced did not warrant a finding that the applicants 
acquired control or management or the power to control of 
manage the considered operations of the vendors. 

Dealing with the contention of protestants that the appli- 
cation should be disapproved because the vendors had aban- 
doned operations in Mississippi, the examiner said the evidence 
showed that, due to inactivity in the Mississippi oilfields, no 
shipments were offered vendors for transportation to points in 
that state after November, 1939, and that, on execution of the 
considered purchase agreement, they ceased soliciting such ship- 
ments in the belief that ownership of the considered rights 
passed to the applicant under terms of that instrument. One 
of the vendors testified at the further hearing, said the exam- 
iner, that they were now ready and able to transport any ship- 
ments offered for movement in Mississippi. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13280, Strouds Creek & Mud- 
dlety Railroad Co. construction, authorizing construction by the 
Strouds Creek & Muddlety Railroad Company of an extension of its 
main line of railroad in Nicholas County, W. Va. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13288, Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co. trustee’s equipment trust certificates, granting authority 
to assume obligation and liability in respect of not exceeding $2,325,000 
of Chicago & North Western Railway Company second equipment trust 
of 1941, 2 per cent equipment-trust certificates, to be issued by the 
Harris Trust & Savings Bank, as trustee, and sold at 100.261 and accrued 
dividends in connection with the procurement of certain equipment. 
Approved. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


Petition for temporary authority under section 210a(b) in No. MC 
F-1494, United Trucking Service, Inc., purchase—West Branch Motor 
Express, Inc., granted effective June 23, 1941, provided, within 15 days 
from such effective date United Trucking Service, Inc., shall have (1) 
filed with the Commission three conformed copies of a lease agreement 
embracing the terms of the lease authorized under section 210a(b); 
(2) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the act and rules and regu- 
lations prescribed thereunder; (3) instituted operations pursuant to the 
authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, to the Commission, 
immediately upon commencement of operations, the date operations 
were commenced. 

Petitions of Silver Dart Lines, Inc., and Trailways of New England, 
Inc., for rescission of order of June 4, 1941, of Division 4 granting 
temporary authority under section 210a(b) in No. MC F-1546, Quaker 
City Bus Co. purchase Blackhawk Line, Inc. (Joseph Kruger, Receiver), 
denied June 20, 1941. 

Petition for temporary authority under section 210a(b) in No. MC 
F-1546, Quaker City Bus Co. purchase Blackhawk Line, Inc. (Joseph 
Kruger, Receiver), granted effective June 21, 1941, provided operations 
- instituted pursuant to such order within 15 days from such effective 

ate. 

Petition for temporary authority under section 210a(b) in No. MC 
F-1549, Monark Motor Freight System, Inc., purchase—Royal Transit 
Company, granted effective June 24, 1941, provided, within 15 days from 
Such effective date, Monark Motor Freight System, Inc., shall have 
(1) filed with the Commission three conformed copies of a lease agree- 
ment embracing the terms of the lease authorized under section 210a(b), 
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(2) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the act and rules and regula- 
tions prescribed thereunder, (3) instituted operations pursuant to the 
authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, to the Commission, 
immediately upon commencement of operations, the date operations 
were commenced. 

Supplemental report and order in No. MC F-748, Pacific Freight 
Lines—lease—Universal Interstate Freight, Inc., authorizing continued 
lease, expiring not later than June 26, 1942, by Pacific Freight Lines 
of operating rights and property of Universal Interstate Freight, Inc., 
subject to condition. Prior report, 25 M. C. C. 287. 

Petition for temporary authority under section 210a(b) in No. MC 
F-1535, Merchant’s Fast Motor Lines, Inc.—purchase—Dalby Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., et al., granted effective June 25, 1941, provided, 
within 15 days from such effective date, Merchant’s Fast Motor Lines, 
Ine., shall have (1) filed with the Commission three conformed copies 
of a lease agreement embracing the terms of the lease authorized 
under section 210a(b), (2) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the 
act and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, (3) instituted op- 
erations to the authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, to the 
Commission, immediately upon commencement of operations, the date 
operations were commenced. 

Petition for temporary authority under section 210a(b) in No. 
MC F-1552, Central Freight Lines, Inc.—purchase—Charles Schroeder, 
granted effective June 26, 1941, provided, within 15 days from such 
effective date, Central Freight Lines, Inc., shall have (1) filed with the 
Commission three conformed copies of a lease agreement embracing 
the terms of the lease authorized under section 210a(b), (2) complied 
with sections 215 and 217 of the act and rules and regulations pre- 
scribed thereunder, (3) instituted operations pursuant to the authority 
granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, to the Commission, imme- 
diately upon commencement of operations, the date operations were 
commenced. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

No. 28649 (formerly No. 574 of Maritime Commission), Associated 
Telephone Co., Ltd., vs. Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc. Complainant 
asks oral hearing. 

Finance No. 13202, application of Oil Fields & Santa Fe and Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe for authority to abandon certain trackage in 
vicinity of Oilton, Creek County, Okla. Oilton Chamber of Commerce 
asks leave to intervene and that any authority heretofore granted here- 
in be recalled and set aside; that proceedings be reopened and that 
a hearing be held at or in vicinity of Oilton, Okla. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. In a 
forty-sixth petition, Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, 
Ine., asks reopening, reconsideration and modification of orders in 
connection with ammunition, for cannon, viz.: projectiles. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. Cochrane 
Transportation Co. asks reopening, reconsideration and modification of 
orders in connection with paper, scrap or waste, not sensitized, in bales 
or bundles, truckloads. 

MC F-1583, application of Motor Express, Inc., for acquisition of 
control through ownership of the Midway Transportation Co. Motor 
Express, Inc., asks temporary authority to operate the Midway Trans- 
portation Co. pending final hearing and approval of its application. 

MC F-737, Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., operation, 
bus service proposed by New York, Susquehanna & Western. Appli- 
cant, Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., asks that proposed 
report by Examiner James L. Smith be not adopted by the Com- 
mission, and that the application be dismissed because of lack of 
need for the certificate and because of lack of prosecution. 

1. & S. M-1632, Jaqua Transit Line, minimum charge in central 
territory. Jaqua Transit Lines, Inc., asks vacation of suspension. 

Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates. Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., asks that petition of Liberty Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., seeking permission to establish ‘‘mixed merchan- 
dise’’ rates between a number of large cities in central territory cov- 
ered by order herein be set for public hearing. 

MC F-1521, G H. Blewett et al., purchase, Hester Truck Lines, 
Inc. George H. Blewett, Leonard W. Harper and Marion L. Martin, 
dba T. S. C. Motor Freight Lines asks temporary authority to lease 
operating rights of Hester Truck Lines, Inc. 

No. 22020, Iola Cement Mills Traffic Association et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al. A. S. Ahlstrom, agent for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, 
Colorado & Southern, trustees Denver & Rio Grande Western and 
Union Pacific, asks modification of order. 

MC C-239, Oil Field Haulers Association, Inc., et al. vs. Midwest 
Oil Field Carriers Bureau, L. E. Roach, agent. Midwest Oil Field 
Carriers Bureau, L. E. Roach, agent, for and on behalf of participating 
carriers to Supplement No. 7, L. E. Roach’s Tariff No. 2, asks post- 
ponement of hearing. 

Finance No. 13107 and Finance No. 13108, Oregon Electric abandon- 
ment and United Railways Co. abandonment. City of Portland asks 
Commission to enter a. final order along the line indicated by the 
report dated April 14 certifying that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity permit an abandonment of the railroad lines 
mentioned in the applications. 

MC C-274, Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers Bureau 
vs. R. L. Anderson et al. W.S. Harrington, dba Safeway Truck Lines, 
asks that complaint be dismissed. 

1. & S. M-1661, tires and rubber products between Ohio and south- 
ern points. C. B. Fischbach, dba Fischbach Trucking Co., asks Com- 
mission to vacate that part of its suspension order wherein the charges 


contained in supplement No. 5, on shipments of twenty thousand 
pounds were suspended. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 
MC F-1587. United States Trucking Corporation, New York, N. Y., 
asks authority to purchase common carrier operating rights of Wil- 
liam J. Kennedy, dba Kennedy’s Auto Express, New York, N. Y. 
Finance No, 13353. Oklahoma & Rich Mountain Railroad Co., asks 
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authority to abandon and dismantle its entire line between Page and 
Pine Valley, Okla., consisting of 16.95 miles of main line and six- 
tenths of a mile of yard tracks and sidings, because of the closing 
down of a lumber mill it served. 

Finance No. 13350. H. D. Pollard and A. B. Lovett, trustees of 
the Central of Georgia, ask authority to assume the obligations of 
H. D. Pollard, as receiver of the property of the Central cf Georgia, 
under that certain equipment trust agreement and lease, both dated 
July 1, 1937, under which was created $1,400,000 of equipment trust 
certificates, series T, and to assume the guaranty of the receiver of 
the principal and dividend warrants of the certificates. The purpose 
of the application is for the trustees to serve in place of the receiver. 

Finance No. 13351. Trustees of the Central of New Jersey ask 
authority to abandon the ferry line operated between the road’s rail 
terminal in Jersey City, N. J., and its West 23rd Street ferry terminal 
in New York City, approximately 3 miles, together with the West 23rd 
terminal, because of losses from operation. 

Finance No. 13352. Illinois Central asks authority to assume 
obligation and liability in respect of $6,920,000 of series V equipment 
trust certificates, the sale of which is to finance 90 per cent of the 
cost of new equipment, estimated at $7,699,166. The equipment is 
to consist of 1,000 forty-ton box cars, 1,000 fifty-ton hopper cars, 200 
forty-ton refrigerator cars, 100 70-ton covered hopper cars, and 100 
fifty-ton flat cars. The certificates are to be payable, semi-annually, 
in 20 installments, beginning September 1, 1941, and bear dividends at 
the rate of 2 per cent per annum. 

MC F-1585. Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., Newark, 
N. J., asks authority to purchase operating rights and property of 
Trans-Jersey Bus Co., Camden, N. J., for $1,000. The rights involved, 
according to the application, are the bus operations of the vendor be- 
tween Seaside Park, N. J., and Philadelphia, Pa. Applicant says the 
proposed purchase will enable it to consolidate schedules of all lines, 
thereby eliminating duplicate and wasteful service and giving the 
public a more uniform and convenient service. 

MC F-1586. Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., Newark, 
N. J., asks authority to purchase operating rights and property of the 
White Horse Pike Bus Co., Inc., Audubon, N. J., for $70,000. Accord- 
ing to the application, the rights involved are the bus operations of 
White Horse Pike Bus Co., Inc., between Philadelphia, Pa., and At- 
lantic City, N. J., and between Philadelphia and Barrington, N. J., 
and the bus rights of Atlantic City Bus Co., Inc., associate company 
of the transferor, between those same points. The application says 
that the transferors’ lines are competitive with those of the transferee. 

Finance No. 13349. Pere Marquette Railway Co. asks authority to 
abandon a branch line extending from one of its present main lines at 
Tappan, Mich., eastern terminus of the branch, in a westerly direction 
to Almont, Mich., the western terminus, a distance of 30.06 miles, 
and operation of the branch. The application says that common car- 
rier bus and truck service is available to communities served by the 
branch and that present business of the branch does not justify its 
existence, with no prospect for any increase in traffic. 

Finance No. 13356. Crystal River Railroad Co. and Crystal River 
& San Juan Railroad Co. ask authority for the former to abandon 
and the latter to abandon operation of the line extending approxi- 
mately 20.66 miles from Carbondale to the station of Placita, in Gar- 
field and Pitkin counties, Colo. The Crystal River & San Juan also 
asks authority to abandon its line extending from Placita to Marble, 
in Pitkin and Gunnison counties, Colo., 7.33 miles. There is no further 
use for the lines, according to the application. 

MC F-1588. Dalby Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Lubbock, Tex., asks 
authority to purchase a portion of the operations of Harold B. Reynolds, 
dba North Plains Motor Freight Lines, Amarillo, Tex. 

MC F-1589. P. A. Kelly, Jr., and B. D. Kelly, dba Kelly Motor 
Lines, Sumter, S. C., ask authority to lease the operating rights of 
M. D.. Hicklin.Motor Trucker, Columbia, S. C. 

MC F-1590. Southeastern Greyhound Lines, Lexington, Ky., asks 
authority to acquire stock control of Union Bus Co., of Jacksonville, 
Fla., and to merge the properties and franchises thereof into the ap- 
plicant. 

MC F-1591. Southeastern Greyhound Lines, Lexington, Ky., asks 
authority to acquire stock control of Dixie Coaches, Inc., of Tuscaloosa, 
Ala., and merge the properties and franchises thereof into the appli- 
cant. 

MC F-1594. Southeastern Greyhound Lines, Lexington, Ky., asks 
authority to issue 6,300 shares of common stock, $5 par value, and to 
pay $46,232.89 in installments during 1941, 1942 and 1943, so as to ac- 
quire stock control of Dixie Coaches, Inc., and to merge the proper- 
ties and franchises thereof into Southeastern. 

MC F-1595. Burlington Transportation Co., Chicago, Ill., asks au- 
thority to acquire control of Denver Colorado Spring Pueblo Motor 
Way, Inc., Denver, Colo., through ownership of capital stock. 

MC F-1596. Burlington Transportation Co., Chicago, Ill., asks au- 
thority to acquire control of Denver & Interurban Motor Co., Denver, 
Colo., through ownership of capital stock. 

Finance No. 13357, trustees of the Western Pacific ask authority 
to assume obligation and liability for equipment trust certificates total- 
ing $2,650,000, to run for 10 years from August, 1941. The proceeds 
are to be used to acquire equipment estimated to cost $3,588,560. It is 
to consist of 3 Diesel-electric 5,400 h. p. freight locomotives, 350 forty- 
foot 50-ton box cars, 300 fifty-foot 50-ton flat cars, and 4 chair cars, 
as passenger equipment. Bids are to be asked for the certificates and 
the rate of dividend, the application says, will be reported as soon as 
determined under the best bid. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 
No, 25473 Sub. No. 1, Ohio-Kentucky Associated Industries vs. A. 
& W. et al. Order entered March 1, as modified to become effective 
July 25, on not tess than 30 days’ notice, further modified to become 
effective August 25 instead of July 25. 
MC F-1505, Frank Arquillo, purchase, Northern Trails, Inc. Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen permitted to intervene. 
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MC F-1545, Florida Motor Lines Corporation, purchase, Gator 
Motor Lines, Inc.; Gator Motor Lines, Ine., operation, Florida 
Motor Lines Corporation. Petition seeking dismissal of application 
granted and application dismissed. 

MC F-1561, Queen City Coach Co., purchase, Florence-Bamber Bus 
Co., Inc. Petition seeking dismissal of application granted and appli- 
cation dismissed. 

1. & S. No. 4827, all freight eastern ports to south. Effective date 
of order further extended until September 1. 

MC 61616 Sub. No. 11, Missouri Pacific Transportation Co., ex- 
tension Greenville. Petition filed by protestant, Tri-State Transit 
Co., for reconsideration and oral argument denied. 

No. 27938, Minneapolis Traffic Association vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
Order of March 31, which was by its terms, as subsequently modified, 
made effective on July 25, on not less than 30 days’ notice, further 
modified so as to become effective August 25, on not less than 30 days’ 
notice. 

No. 28167, Traffic Bureau-Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for 
Lynchburg Iron and Metal Co. vs. A. & R. et al. Petition of com- 
plainant to vacate and set aside orders entered herein and for reopen- 
ing, reconsideration and oral argument before entire Commission de- 
nied. . 

No. 28467, Western Pennsylvania Coal Traffic Bureau et al. vs, 
Ann Arbor et al.; No. 28482, Property Owners’ Committee et al. vs. 
C. & O. et al.; No. 28521, Northern West Virginia Coal Association 
vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; No. 28533, Eastern Bituminous Coal Association 
vs. Ann Arbor et al.; No. 28539, Allied Paper Mills et al. vs. C. & O. 
et al.; and No. 28556, Ohio Coal Association vs. A. C. & Y. et al, 
Cross Creek Coal Co., Glendale Gas Coal Co., Hitchman Coal & Coke 
Co., Valley Camp Coal Co., West Virginia-Pittsburgh Coal Co. and 
Wheeling Valley Coal Corporation permitted to intervene. 

No. 28663, Green’s Fuel, Inc., vs. Atlanta & St. Andrews Bay et al. 
Standard Oil Co., Inc., in Kentucky permitted to intervene. 

MC 190 Sub. No. 3, Clayton Petersen, extension, Yankton, S. D. 
Petition of rail-carrier protestants for reconsideration and oral argu- 
ment denied. 

MC 1931 Sub. No. 1, Joseph Andrew Mollerup, extension of opera- 
tions. Protestant motor carrier’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

MC 17481, MC 19693 and MC 21231, Ernest E. Moore, common car- 
rier application; MC 24697, Same, contract carrier application; and 
MC 80532, Same, broker application. Applicant’s petition for recon- 
sideration and postponement of, effective date of denial order denied. 

MC 18343 Sub. No. 1, Nicholas Martella, extension of operations, 
Williamstown. Applicant’s petition for reconsideration and further 
hearing denied. 

MC 21972, Henry Anderson, common carrier application. Denial 
of January 3 further modified to become effective August 8 instead 
of July 10. 

MC 30472 Sub. No. 2, J. B. Harsha, extension, petroleum products, 
Applicant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

MC 44876 and MC 39156, in the matter of the holding by Pete 
Harry Vernand, Los Angeles, Calif., of a permit under MC 44876 and of a 
certificate under MC 39156 as a member of the partnership of Pete H. 
Vernand and H. L. Norton, dba West Coast Drayage Co. (successors in 
interest to Seaboard Transportation Co., Inc.), Los Angeles, Calif., in 
accordance with provisions of section 210 of interstate commerce act. 
Proceeding referred to Examiner R. J. Burns, for hearing on August 
6, at 9 a. m. (Standard time), at the Federal Building, Los Angeles, 
Calif., and for recommendation of an appropriate order thereon ac- 
companied by reasons therefor, unless parties to proceeding agree to 
omission of such a recommended order, on question of whether hold- 
ing at the same time by Pete Harry Vernand and Pete H. Vernand 
and H. L. Norton, dba West Coast Drayage Co. of certificate and 
permit will be consistent with the public interest and the national 
transportation policy. Proceedings reopened for sole purpose of de- 
termining issues noted above in accordance with provisions of section 
210 of interstate commerce act. 

MC 48978, Carlo Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 48978 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension, Jersey City. Denial 
order of April 25 modified to become effective October 15 instead of 
June 25. 

Finance No. 784, Savannah & Southern Railway settlement under 
section 209. Proceeding reopened for further consideration. 


1. & S. M-1609, Boyd Truck Lines, Inc., to and from Missouri and 
Kansas. Petition for vacation of portions of order of suspension filed 
by respondent denied. 


MC F-1236, Coastal Tank Lines, Inc., consolidation, Petroleum 
Transport Co. et al. Petition for substitution of Coastal Tank Lines, 
Inc., as applicant in lieu of Petroleum Transport Co. in MC 183 Sub. 
No. 4, MC 183 Sub. No. 6, MC 183 Sub. No. 7TA and MC 183 Sub. No. 
8TA dismissed as to authority sought in respect of MC 183 Sub. No. 4 
and MC 183 Sub. No. 6 and denied as to MC 183 Sub. No. 7TA and 
MC 183 Sub. No. 8TA. 

Ex Parte MC 23, midwestern motor carrier rates. Petitions of 
Hutchinson Chamber of Commerce, Hutchinson, Kan., Chamber of 
Commerce of Arkansas City, Kan., Wichita Chamber of Commerce, 
Wichita, Kan., and others, to either broaden or restrict territory em- 
braced therein denied. 

MC 14133, Consolidated Van & Storage Companies, Inc., common 
carrier application and extension of operations. Order entered May 
18, 1940, which by its terms stayed effectiveness of order recom- 
mended by Examiner Richard Yardley, vacated and set aside. 
Recommended order served April 20, 1940, made effective as order of 
Commission on May 22. 


MC 10761, Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Matter reopened for further hearing, at a time and place 
to be hereafter fixed, to permit applicant to present additional evidence 
in support of its alleged rights to continue operations as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle of general commodities, in interstate or for- 
eign commerce over regular routes shown in order by reason of bona 
fide operation on June 1, 1935, and continuously since. 
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MC 23487, Kovach Truck Service, Inc., contract carrier applica- 
tion. Request of applicant for oral argument denied. 

MC 26066, A. J. Degitz, dba A. J. Degitz Transfer, common car- 
rier application. Request of applicant for oral argument denied. 

MC 31044, Apex Express, Inc., common carrier application. Re- 
quest of applicant for oral argument, denied. 

MC 31326, M. & M. Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
Request of applicant for oral argument, denied. 

MC 46599, John W. Healzer, common carrier application. Wiscon- 
sin Motor Carriers Association of Milwaukee, Wis. (Common Carrier 
Division), permitted to intervene. 

MC 54435, Michigan Motor Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Blue Arrow Transport Lines, Inc., permitted to inter- 
vene, 

MC 63642, A. M. Standal, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing at a time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 68567, William L. Carpenter, common carrier application. Re- 
quest of applicant for oral argument denied. 

MC 94650, James Erastus McBride, common carrier application. 
Order entered herein January 3, which by its terms as thereafter modi- 
fied denies a portion of the application, effective July 2, further modi- 
fied to the extent that such denial order is to become effective August 
15. 

MC 102079, Evans Cooperage Co., Inc., contract carrier application. 
Matter reopened for further hearing at a time and place to be here- 
after fixed. 

No. 28215, Valley Steel Products Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Order entered herein on February 18, as subsequently modified to be- 
come effective on July 30, further modified so as to postpone the 
effective date thereof until further order of the Commission. 

No. 28629, Commonwealth of Kentucky et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al. 
Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau permitted to intervene. 

MC C-114, Bryant Truck Lines et al. vs. Ira Grey et al. Petition 
of complainants and intervener to substitute George S. Fraps, Jr., for 
Zelmar Crites and Ralph Barton, dba Crites & Barton Freight Lines, 
denied. 

MC 1124 Sub. No. 3, Herrin Transportation Co., successor to Cole- 
man Brothers Transfer Co., common carrier application. Order entered 
herein on April 14, which by its terms denies the application, effec- 
tive June 19, modified to extent that such denial order is to become 
effective October 8, 1941. 

MC 2890, Sub. No. 1, All American Bus Lines, Inc., extension— 
Jersey City-New York City. Recommended order entered May 9, va- 
cated and set aside. Matter reopened for further proceeding and 
referred to Examiner William J. Cave for appropriate proceedings 
therein and for the recommendation of an appropriate order therein, 
accompanied by the reasons therefor. 

MC 8289, Hunter Motor Freight, Inc. Order entered herein on 
December 13, 1940, which by its terms, as thereafter modified, denied 
the application, effective June 23, further modified to the extent 
that such denial order is to become effective July 23, 1941. 

MC 23111, Earl F. Schultz, common carrier application; MC 47938, 
Earl F. Schultz, contract carrier application; MC 23111, Sub. No. 1, 
Earl F. Schultz, extension of operations—Eau Claire. Order entered 
herein on January 6, which by its terms as thereafter modified denies 
a portion of the applications, effective June 12, further modified to 
the extent that such denial order is to become effective August 15, 1941. 

MC 28060, Leone Willers, common carrier application. Edwin E. 
Igelsrud, the Security Warehouse Co., Leroy Anderson, and Francis W. 
Marsh, permitted to intervene. 

MC 28978 Sub. No. 1, Schuylkill Transportation Co., extension of 
operation. Matter reopened for further hearing, solely with respect 
to applicant’s operation as a common carrier of persons, light express, 
mail and newspapers, between Mahanoy City and Pottsville, Pa., over 
Pennsylvania Highway 45, U. S. Highway 122, and various unnumbered 
highways; also, special and charter operations from points on the 
route between Mahanoy City and. Pottsville and from points on the 
routes authorized by the order of division 5, entered May 16, 1940, 
in MC 28978, at a time and place to be hereafter fixed. Recommended 
order of the examiner served April 26, vacated and set aside. 

MC 43020, H. B. Church Truck Service Co., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 41793 Sub No. 1, J. J. Holland, Inc., extension—Boston- 
Providence. Order entered herein on December 9, 1940, which by its 
terms, as thereafter modified, denies a portion of the applications, 
effective June 14, further modified to the extent that such denial order 
is to become effective August 30, 1941. 


MC 44572, A. C. Bruns, common carrier application. 
dismissed on applicant’s request. 

MC 67124, Dominick Gulino, common carrier application. 
tion dismissed on applicant’s request. 


MC 69044 Sub. No. 2, I. W. Rash, dba Wenatchee-Seattle Trans- 
port Co., extension of operation—Stevens Pass. Report and order 
recommended by joint board; served May 13, vacated and set aside. 
Matter referred to Joint Board 80 for further proceedings. 

MC 92018, John Pfund, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing, at time and place to be hereafter fixed, to 
determine whether public convenience and necessity require operation 
by applicant as a common carrier by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, of emigrant movables, grain, hay, and live stock, 
between Coleridge, Neb., and points within 15 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and points in Iowa and South Dakota, on the other hand. 
Recommended order which became effective on May 8, 1939, as the 
order of the Commission, vacated and set aside to extent that it 
denies authority to continue the above-described operations. 

MC 93114, C. K. Lauback, common carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition fer leave to file additional exceptions to the recommended re- 
port and order of the examiner, nunc pro tunc, denied. 

MC 56541, New England Transportation Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. Interstate Transportation Co., Inc., permitted to intervene. 
In all other respects, petition filed by Interstate Transportation Co., 
Inc., for leave to intervene and for further hearing, denied. 


Application 
Applica- 
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MC 88547, Charles Linden Luckey, common carrier application. Ap- 
plication dismissed on applicant’s request. 


MC 94593, Arthur R. Tufford. Application dismissed on applicant’s 
request. 


MC 102050, Clifford E. Fenton, dba Fenton Transportation. 


Appli- 
cation dismissed on applicant’s request. 


TARIFFS OF FORWARDERS 

The National Carloading Corporation in Ex Parte MC 31, 
tariffs of forwarding companies, has asked the Commission 
further to postpone the effective date of its order of May 7, 
1940, requiring the striking of so-called forwarder from its 
files, until the Commission’s further order. The present effective 
date is July 1. Were it not for the national emergency, the peti- 
tion said, it was fair to assume that forwarder legislation would 
have been enacted ere this. The request was for the main- 
tenance of the status quo until Congress is able to enact appro- 
priate legislation. 

The Burlington and other railroads in all parts of the 
country likewise have asked for postponement until November 
1 or until such other date as the Commission may deem appro- 
priate. They said the best interest of the rail carriers, the 
forwarders, shippers and the public at large required postpone- 
ment until legislation was enacted. Their request is made in 
Ex Parte MC 31 and MC 2200, Acme Fast Freight, Inc., et al., 
common carrier application. 

Acme Fast Freight, Inc., and other motor carriers have 
also asked the Commission, in view of pending legislation to 
regulate freight forwarders, to postpone until its further order 
the effective date of its order in MC 2200. They directed the 
Commission’s attention to, as they said, the request of Ralph 
Budd, then transportation commissioner of the advisory com- 
mittee to the council of national defense, addressed to the 
Commission, March 12, 1941. The circumstances prompting 
the opinion of the advisory committee that the cancelation of 
the joint or concurring rates which applied between truck lines 
and forwarders “would be detrimental to the national defense 
program” ever even more motivating at this date, they said. 


Switching at Staley Plant 


With a suggestion of impishness the Illinois Central, the 
Illinois Terminal and the Baltimore & Ohio ask the Commis- 
sion, in view of what they deem its failures, to consider whether 
it should not let the managements of those roads work out a 
solution for the switching tangle at the plant of the A. E. Staley 
Manufacturing Co. at Decatur, Ill. They had reference in 
that suggestion, to the Commission’s decision in Ex Parte No. 
104, part II, A. E. Staley Manufacturing Co., terminal allow- 
ance, and I. and S. No. 4736, switching charges at Decatur, IIl. 
(see Traffic World, May 24, p. 1318). 

The railroads asked for rehearing and reconsideration of 
that report in view of “the very substantial, indeed the con- 
trolling, weight that the Commission in its determination of 
the issues in this proceeding gave to the use that has been made 
over the years of the tracks making up.the yard commonly 
known as the Burwell Yard by the Staley company and by the 
Wabash.” 

The yard, said the petition, was no longer used by the 
Wabash. That fact, the railroads said, constituted such a sub- 
stantial change in conditions as justified a further hearing and 
a reconsideration of the latest report. 

In this petition the railroads point out that the Commis- 
sion’s report itself shows that under the plan suggested by the 
Commission the Illinois Central lost $92,288 on Staley traffic 
handled in 1938 and 1939, whereas if the displaced old allow- 
ance arrangement had been substituted for the pool arrange- 
ment the resulting losses in Illinois Central revenue would have 
been but $40,406, based on an allowance of $2 a car. 

“The respondents have followed the procedure intended by 
the Commission to cut railroad expenses and to increase net 
earnings,” says the petition. ‘This procedure has had exactly 
the opposite effect of that which was intended ‘ and yet 
the Commission refuses to modify the findings in the Staley 
case. 

“We ask the Commission seriously to consider whether it 
should not let the managements of these railroads work this 
thing out in their own way to see what they can do. The Com- 
mission has tried it and these losses have been the direct result. 


Why not let management try it out and see what management 
can accomplish ? 


“The Commission ought not to make the same mistake 
twice.” id wl sf 

In a motion to vacate the Commission’s order and a petition 
for reconsideration, the Staley company said it had adopted 
every suggestion of the Commission’s staff and had put it up 
to the railroads to do the work in their own way and at their 
own convenience. It observed that the railroads had said very 
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plainly to the Commission that the services at the Staley plant 
were now performed by them at their own convenience, accord- 
ing to their own methods, without interruption and interferences 
due to the demands or requirements of the industry. 

The company submitted that the Commission should not 
contradict these conclusions and nullify the action of the car- 
riers without a clear reference to sound grounds for so doing. 
They added that in failing to find or report any such grounds 
the Commission repudiated the principles of Car Spotting 
Charges, 1915, 34 I. C. C. 609, and adopted the principle that 
an industry which was of large size and had a large volume 
of traffic must pay for its spotting service regardless. If that 
was to be so, said the company, such new rule should be pro- 
—-* for all large industries and not applied alone to 

taley. 

The Wabash has added its voice to the efforts to obtain 
rehearing in Ex Parte No. 104, part II, A. E. Staley Manufac- 
turing Co., terminal allowance, and I. and S. No. 4736, switch- 
ing charges at Decatur, Ill. The Wabash says the chief handi- 
cap from which the Staley company suffers in this proceeding 
lies in the fact that through initiative and good management 
it has become prosperous and deleveloped a large and steady 
traffic, as a result of which the carriers have enjoyed large 
and welcome revenue. 

The company commended to the Commission the dissenting 
view expressed in the report in this proceeding in which it was 
suggested by the minority that if the size of an industry was to 
determine whether it might or might not have terminal service 
without extra payment, the Commission should immediately 
establish some uniform standard so that permissible limits of 
size might be known. 


Defense Iron and Steel Rate 


Traffic executives of the railroads in the east, south and west 
met with representatives of shippers and receivers and govern- 
ment traffic men, at the Palmer House, Chicago, June 25, to dis- 
poe proposal for emergency transcontinental rates on iron and 
steel. 


In outline, the proposal was for the blanketing of origin terri- 
tory at and east of Chicago and East St. Louis on iron and steel 
destined for west coast cities and ship yards. What the rate 
ought to be was not insisted on by the requesting shippers and 
the government, but it was stated generally that it ought to be 
somewhere between 90 cents and $1.10 on a carload minimum of 
80,000 pounds. The present rates range from $1.05 at East St. 
Louis to $1.43 at the eastern seaboard. 


G. Lloyd Wilson, newly appointed director of transportation 
of the Office of Price Administration and Civilian Supply, spoke 
for the several government agencies, including the OPACS, the 
Office of Production Management, the Maritime Commission, the 
War Department and the Navy Department. He asked specifically 
for the establishment of a contract rate under that part of sec- 
tion 22, of the interstate commerce act, which permits railroads 
to haul freight for the government free or at reduced rates. The 
blanket adjustment, he said, was vital in the defense program 
because of the removal of vessels from intercoastal routes by 
which steel for ships and for other defense purposes might 
otherwise move. He said the blanketing of the origin territory 
was necessary to permit the allocation of steel orders by the 
government in such manner as to obtain the promptest shipment 
regardless of the location of the mills. He suggested that the 
rate be put in on an emergency basis, with an expiration date, 
though he did not specify that date beyond saying that it ought 
to expire with the emergency. Because of the emergency, he 
asked that the railroads make their decision as soon as possible 
and, having made it, ask for sixth section permission for publica- 
tion on short notice. 


Asked about the position of the government on the fourth 
section feature involved, Dr. Wilson replied that that was a 
matter for the railroads to handle as they deemed best, but he 
made it plain that his only interest was in the rate to Pacific 
Coast destinations. 


Harry Crawford, Bethlehem Steel Company, speaking for a 
number of large steel producers at and east of Cleveland and 
Pittsburgh, asked for a commodity rate on the same basis as 
whatever the railroads might do for the government under sec- 
tion 22. He had no objection to the contract rate as such, he said, 
but the commercial rate ought to parallel it. His request was for 
the blanket rate on the entire iron and steel list, both in the raw 
sheets, rods, beams and other forms, and in the fabricated pieces. 
Western fabricators thought the reduced rate ought to be made 
to apply on the unfabricated forms only. 

There was objection from inland and Colorado mills which 
ship under a rate adjustment that reflects, in a measure, their 
nearer geographic location to the west coast. 

Seemingly, there was some reluctance on the part of the 
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government, on the one hand, and the mills on the other, to 
take the responsibility for originating the proposal. Dr. Wilson 
said that matter had been brought to his office by the procurement 
division of the Treasury Department, but not in the form in which 
the proposal was submitted. He said the government was in the 
position of an intervenor in proposals of shippers. On the other 
hand, Mr. Crawford said the mills were merely “going along 
with the government.” 

Railroad traffic executives present at the meeting at which 
shippers and government representatives presented their views, 
in an executive session following that meeting, voted to “decline 
respectfully” the proposal. A committee, consisting of the 
chairmen of the rate bureaus involved, with J. G. Stubbs, chair- 
man of the transcontinental freight bureau as its chairman, was 
appointed to draft a letter conveying the declination to the 
interested parties together with the reasons for the action. It 
} oo expected that the letter would be forwarded within a few 

ays. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 

The Baltimore & Ohio; Southern Pacific Co.; Chicago & 
North Western; Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis; 
Chicago & North Western; Pennsylvania; Union Pacific; St. 
Louis-San Francisco; Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific; 
and Houston Belt & Terminal have filed applications with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modifications of signal 
systems or devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate com- 
merce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should advise 
the : ccc and applicant in writing within 20 days from 
June 24. 

The Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis has filed an 
application with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modifications of signal systems or devices under section 25 (b) 
of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission and applicant in writing 
within 20 days from June 23. 

The Erie; Union Pacific; and Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific have filed applications with the Commission for ap- 
proval of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices 
under section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act. Any inter- 
ested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and 
applicant in writing within 20 days from June 20. 

The Elgin, Joliet & Eastern has filed an application with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modifications of rules, 
standards and instructions prescribed by order of April 13, 1939, 
under section 25(c) of the interstate commerce act. Any inter- 
ested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and 
applicant in writing within 20 days from June 20. 

Detroit, Toledo & Ironton; Chicago & Erie; Chicago Great 
Western; Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific; Southern Pacific; and 
Union Pacific have filed applications for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under section 25(b) of 
the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission and applicant in writing 
within 20 days from June 21. 

Norfolk and Portsmouth Belt Line; Union Pacific; South- 
ern; New York, Chicago & St. Louis; Wisconsin Central; and 
Texas & New Orleans have filed applications with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modifications of signal sys- 
tems or devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate com- 
merce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should ad- 
vise the Commission and applicant in writing within 20 days 
from June 25. 


PENNSYLVANIA CONTROL OF WABASH 

In accordance with its notice, the Boston Port Authority, 
in Finance No. 13235, application of the Pennsylvania for au- 
thority to acquire control of the Wabash by purchase of stock, 
has taken an appeal from the ruling of Commissioner Miller 
(see Traffic World, June 21, p. 1565) denying an application 
for the issuance of a subpoena duces tecum which would bring 
the Pennroad-Boston & Maine matter into this proceeding. 

The appeal says the Port Authority is willing to assume 
the burden of going forward with evidence that no change of 
circumstances has occurred which warrants a change of the 
Commission’s finding that the Pennsylvania controls Pennroad 
and that the public interest requires that before the Wabash 
control may be acquired, a disposition or trusteeship of all of 
the stock held by the Pennsylvania directly or indirectly in the 
New Haven and Boston & Maine should be required. At the 
hearing the Port Authority contended that the Pennsylvania, 
having made the assertion that it no longer controlled Pennroad, 
the duty was on it of going forward on that point. The offer to 
assume that duty is attached by the Port Authority to the copy 
of the subpoena it desires the Commission to issue. The scope 
of that subpoena was indicated at the hearing at which Com- 
missioner Miller made his adverse ruling. 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-1679, the Commission has suspended from 
June 23 until January 23 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF Ik C. C. No. 9 of Wilson Transportation 
Co., Inc., Waltham, Mass. The suspended schedules proposed 
to establish any-quantity commodity rates on alpaca, mohair, 
greased wool, scoured wool, wool garnetted stock, wool waste 
and wool shoddy, from Boston (zone 1) and Norwood, Mass., 
to Ballston Spa, Broadalbin and Gloversville, N. Y., and in the 
reverse direction. The following is illustrative: 


Wool Waste 
Present Proposed 
AQ 
Between Boston (Zone 1), Mass., 92a 
NSS ae ere reer | sab 64d 
c 


a—Less than 6,000 pounds. 

b—6,000 to 11,999 pounds, inclusive. 
c—12,000 pounds and over. 

d—In bags weighing over 125 pounds. 
AQ—Any-quantity. 


In I. and S. M-1680, the Commission has suspended from 
June 23 until January 23 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 4 to MF I. C. C. No. 1 of Atkinson 
Motor Freight Co., Inc.,, Conshohocken, Pa. The suspended 
schedules proposed to establish a new less-than-truckload com- 
modity rate of 34 cents a 100 pounds, and a new truckload com- 
modity rate of 16 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 24,000 pounds, 
applicable on paperstock board, and pulpboard, from Con- 
shohocken and Bridgeport, Pa., to New York, N. Y. Present 
rates are higher class rates. 

In I. and S. M-1681, the Commission has suspended from 
June 23 until January 23 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 1 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of 
Rogers Fast Freight, Inc., Parkersburg, W. Va. The suspended 
schedules proposed to establish a classification exception rating 
of 42% per cent of first class, minimum 20,000 pounds, on lead 
wire and various metals, applicable between points in central 
and eastern states, in lieu of present classification rating of 50 
per cent of first class, minimum 16,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. 4987, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from June 28 until January 28 the operation of cer- 
tain schedules as published in supplement No. 20 to Agent F. D. 
Miller’s tariff I. C. C. No. 572. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to reduce the rates on cement, in carloads, from Birming- 
ham to Dothan, Ala., without observing the provisions of section 
4 of the interstate commerce act. 


In L. and S. 4988, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 16 to Agent A. S. Ahlstrom’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 27. The suspended schedules propose to in- 
crease the rate on coke breeze, in carloads, from Minnequa, 
Colo., to various destinations in Arkansas and Oklahoma. An 
illustrative proposal is to increase from 500 cents to 550 cents 
a net ton the rate from Minnequa, Colo., to Ft. Smith, Ark. 


In I. and S. 4989, the Commission has suspended from June 
20 to January 20 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 20 to Agent W. S. Curlett’s tariff 
I. C. C. No. A-671. The suspended schedules propose to reduce 
the rates on edible nuts, carloads, from north Atlantic ports to 
Kansas City, Mo., Lincoln, Neb., and Topeka, Kan., to meet 
truck competition. 


In I. and S. 4990, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 118, 119 and 120 to Agent J. P. 
Haynes’ tariff I. C. C. No. 1248. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to reduce the rates on citrus fruits, carloads, from points in 
Arizona and California to destinations, in Idaho, Oregon and 
Washington. The following is illustrative: 


From Los Angeles, Cal. To Portland, Ore.: *Present, 65; proposed, 
minimum 30,000 pounds, 55. To Seattle, Wash.: *Present, 75; pro- 
posed, minimum 30,000 pounds, 65. To Lewiston, Ida.: *Present, 75; 
proposed, minimum 30,000 pounds, 65. 

*Minimum 26,700 pounds, except on lemons 26,200 pounds. 


In IL. and S. 4991, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from October 1 until May 1 the operation of sched- 
ules published in the following tariffs: 


The Pullman Company: Special Supplement No. 8 to I. C. C. No. 
A-9; Special Supplement No, 12 to I. C. C. No. A-13; I. C. C. No. A-18; 
Special Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. A-18; Supplement No. 1 to 
I, C. C. No. 879. 
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The suspended schedules propose to increase the rates for 
berths in tourist sleeping cars in Illinois, Wisconsin and states 
west of the Mississippi River. 

In I. and S. M-1674, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Armstrong Trucking 
Company, Inc., Jersey City, N. J. The suspended schedules 
proposed to establish an any-quantity commodity rate on gen- 
eral commodities (with certain exceptions) in lieu of present 
class rates between certain named counties in New Jersey and 
Fairfield county, Conn. 

In I. and S. M-1675, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in schedule MF I. C. C. No. 14 of Hinton Motor Serv- 
ice, Inc., Quincy, Ill. The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish a charge of three cents a hundred pounds for split 
delivery service at Denver, Colo., and certain points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Ohio for application in 
connection with contract carrier minimum charges on various 
commodities. Except from Quincy, IIl., to St. Louis, Mo., on 
certain commodities, respondent’s present schedules do not pro- 
vide for split delivery service. 

In I. and S. M-1676, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements Nos. 30 and 32 to tariff MF I. C. C. 
No. 186 of Lou Hosking, Agent, St. Paul, Minn. In connection 
with a commodity rate of 55 cents a 100 pounds, on groceries, 
general store supplies and fresh meats, from the Twin Cities 
(Minnesota) to Bottineau, Devils Lake, Langdon, Rolla, and 
Rugby, N. D., it was proposed to reduce the minimum weight 
from 25,000 to 20,000 pounds, to cancel Bottineau as a point 
of destination, to eliminate the word “intermediate” in the 
stopping provision, and to increase the stop charge from $1 
to $2.20, with no change in the 55-cent rate. 

In I. and S. M-1677, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in 2nd revised page 48-A and original page 481 
to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 6 of O. A. Miller, dba Miller’s Motor 
Freight Service, York, Pa. The suspended schedules proposed 
to establish commodity truckload rates: of 10 cents a 100 
pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds, on canned or preserved fruits, 
vegetables or foodstuffs, from 31 origins in eastern Pennsyl- 
vania, to Baltimore, Maryland, and points grouped therewith, 
and to establish rates to Washington, D. C., 3 cents over rates 
to Baltimore, Md., in lieu of present higher class rates. 


In I. and S. M-1678, the Commission has suspended from 
June 20 until January 20 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of E. H. McQueen, Kensing- 
ton, Kan. The suspended schedules proposed to establish new 
and reduced any-quantity, less-than-truckload and truckload 
commodity rates on various articles from Kansas City, Mo., 
and Lincoln, Neb., to Kensington and other points in Kansas 
and in the reverse direction. To illustrate: On farm machinery 
and implements from Kansas City to Kensington and points 
within 30 miles thereof and in the reverse direction it was 
proposed to establish new rates of 86 cents a 100 pounds, less- 


than-truckload, and 49 cents, a 100 pounds, minimum 5,000 
pounds. 


In I. and S. M-1682, the Commission has suspended from 
June 24 until January 24 the operation of certain schedules 
published in supplements 43 and 47 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 
164 of Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, Agent, At- 
lanta, Ga. The suspended schedules proposed to establish a 
new commodity rate on roasted coffee from Jacksonville, Fla., 
to Nashville, Tenn., of 44 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-1683, the Commission has suspended from 
June 24 until January 24 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements 48 and 53 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 5 
of Agent D. C. Stone, Denver, Colo. The suspended schedules 
proposed to establish reduced less-truckload commodity rates 
of 215 cents a 100 pounds on putty or calking compound; store 
hand trucks, other than willow basket, leatheroid or fibreoid; 
weather strips and dumping (hydraulic) hoists and winches, 
between Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla., and Los Angeles 
and San Francisco, Calif., in lieu of higher class or commodity 
rates. 

In I. and S. M-1684, the Commission has suspended from 
June 25 until January 25 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 32 to joint tariff MF I. C. C. No. 
176 of Agent Lou Hosking, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended 
schedules proposed to establish a reduced truckload commodity 
rate of 25 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 40,000 pounds, on 
syrup from Twin Cities, Minn., to Green Bay, Wis., to alter- 
nate with the present rate of 28 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 
20,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. 4993, the Commission has suspended from June 
24 until January 24 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplements 54 and 55 to Agent F. D. Miller’s tariff 
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I. C. C. No. 496. The suspended schedules propose to reduce 
from 940 to 450 cents a net ton the rate on soda ash, in car- 
loads from Baton Rouge, La., to Port St. Joe, Fla., to meet 
water competition. 

In I. and S. 4994, the Commission has suspended from 
June 24 until January 24 the operation of schedules as published 
in supplement No. 36 to The New York, Chicago and St. Louis 
Railroad Company’s tariff I. C. C. No. 5891. The suspended 
schedules propose to reduce the rates on soya beans, carloads, 
from various origins in Illinois to Champaign, Ill. The follow- 
ing is illustrative: 

To Champaign, Ill. From: Humrick, present 13; proposed 12. 
From: Metcalf, present 13; proposed 12. 


In I. and S. 4995, the Commission has suspended from June 
24 until January 24 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 2 to Railway Express Agency’s tariff 
I. C. C. No. 4103 and MF I. C. C. No. 3641. The suspended 
schedules propose an express rate of 85 cents a 100 pounds, 
minimum 23,000 pounds, on slide fasteners, metal or pyrolin on 
cloth tape, from Erie and Meadville, Pa., to New York, N. Y., 
and in the reverse direction, to meet motor-truck competition. 

In I. and S. M-1685, the Commission has suspended from 
June 25 until January 25 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Earl Beavers, dba Earl 
Beavers, Martinsburg, W. Va. The suspended schedules pro- 
posed to establish new commodity rates on coal of 325 cents a 
net ton, minimum 12,000 pounds, from all points in Maryland 
and West Virginia, to Martinsburg, West Virginia, and of 10 
cents a 100 pounds, minimum 8,000 pounds on freight of all 
kinds, with exceptions, from all points in Berkeley county, 
W. Va., to all points in Frederick county, Va., and in the re- 
verse direction. 

In I. and S. M-1686, the Commission has suspended from 
June 25 until January 25 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Rockwell Brothers, 
Mercersburg, Pa. The suspended schedules proposed to estab- 
lish a new commodity rate of 300 cents a net ton, minimum 1,000 
brick, on brick from Williamsport, Md., to points in Franklin 
county, Pa.; a reduced commodity rate of 7 cents a barrel of 
105 pounds, in lieu of a present rate of 8 cents per barrel of 
105 pounds, applicable on corn, from Mercersburg, Pa., to 
Hagerstown, Md.; and reduced any-quantity commodity rates 
on groceries, from Hagerstown, Md., of 40 cents a 100 pounds 
to McConnelsburg, Pa., and 15 cents a 100 pounds to Mercers- 
burg, Pa., in lieu of present rates of 40 and 25 cents a 100 
pounds, respectively. 

In I. and S. 4992, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from July 10 until February 10 the operation of 
schedules as published in Agent L. E. Kipp’s tariff I. C. C. No. 
A-3316. The suspended schedules propose to reduce the less- 
than-carload rates on various commodities rated fourth class 
or higher, between St. Louis, Mo., and points in Kansas, with- 
out observing the provisions of section 4 of the interstate com- 
merce act. 

In I. and S. M-1688, the Commission has suspended from 
June 27 until January 27 the operation of certain schedules 
published in supplement No. 1 to schedule MF I. C. C. No. 4 
of United Cartage Company, Limited, Anderson, Ind. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish the following rules: 


Except as otherwise specifically provided in Schedule or as 
amended, shipments received from one consignor from one point of 
shipment under truckload rates and weights, may be consigned to 
two or more consignees at one point of destination. 

Truckload shipments may be stopped in transit between original 
point of shipment and final destination, for the purpose of either 
partial loading or unloading. Charges shall be assessed on the basis 
of established minimum weight, or actual weight when greater, of the 
entire shipment, at truckload rate applicable from point of origin to 
final destination, or to stopoff point or points, whichever point is sub- 
ject to the highest rate. There shall be an additional charge of one 
dollar for each stop en route, exclusive of original pick-up and final 
delivery stops. 


RETAILERS’ INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


Employes in Chicago warehouses of a company operating 
retail stores in Chicago and nearby Indiana points are not en- 
gaged in interstate commerce in their work dispatching mer- 
chandise received at the warehouses to the Indiana stores, 
Philip L. Sullivan, federal district judge at Chicago, has ruled 
in dismissing a suit brought by Philip B. Fleming, administra- 
tor, wage and hour division, Department of Labor, against Gold- 
blatt Brothers, Inc. The suit was brought to restrain the de- 
fendant from violating the fair labor standards act, the plaintiff 
charging that the defendant’s approximately 1,000 warehouse 
employes were engaged in interstate commerce and that the 
defendant paid those employes less than the minimum wage 
provided for in the act. 

Pointing to the decision of the Supreme Court in the so- 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


called Schechter Chicken Case, Judge Sullivan said that the flow 
of merchandise into a state to a processing plant ceased to be 
an interstate flow if, after the merchandise was processed, 
it moved only to points within the state. Continuing, he said: 

“The goods or commodities here in question were not held, 
sold, or used by Goldblatt Brothers in relation to any further 
transactions in interstate commerce, save only in the technical 
sense that some of their retail stores are across the Indiana 
line, in close proximity to their stores and their central ware- 
houses in the Chicago area.” 

Granting that the Supreme Court had not passed on 
whether or not such a “technical interstate transportation’ 
came under the fair labor standards act or under the national! 
labor relations act, the court said that, as a practical matter, 
the company and its employes were engaged only in local com- 
merce and that the act should be interpreted liberally to cover 
the matter. 

“TI do not share plaintiff's fears,” Judge Sullivan concluded, 
“that a practical common-sense interpretation .. . will bring 
about a legal no-man’s land over which no government will have 
jurisdiction. It will be soon enough to meet such an issue 
when and if it arises.” 

Attorneys for the wage and hour division indicated that 
they would appeal from the ruling. 


Inter Rail Coal Rate Fight 


Eastern coal carrying lines, in two petitions filed with the 
Commission, attack a 55 cent coal rate maintained by the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio for application on traffic going beyond its rails 
by water. In one petition they ask the Commission to suspend 
a Chesapeake tariff establishing such rate from mines in Fay- 
ette county, W. Va., to Mount Carbon, W. Va., dated to be 
effective July 2. 

In another petition they ask the Commission to institute 
an investigation, on its own motion, into the lawfulness of a 55 
cent rate from mines in the Logan, Kanawha and Coal River 
fields to Huntington, W. Va., and from mines in northeastern 
Kentucky to Catlettsburg, Ky., also for application on coal go- 
ing by water beyond. 

The protested rate to Mount Carbon the protestants said 
was published as a result of the report and order of the Com- 
mission in No. 28193, New River Co. et al vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio, decided in April (see Traffic World, April 26, p. 1035), in 
which the protesting lines intervened to protect their interest 
in the coal rate structure. The petitioning lines point out that 
in the New River case the Commission found the rates unduly 
prejudicial and clearly gave the Chesapeake & Ohio the option 
of increasing the 55 cent rate or doing what it did, that is low- 
ering the assailed rate. The petitioning lines recalled that in 
prior proceedings they directed attention to what they believed 
to be the danger to the coal rate structure of the 55 cent rate. 
They suggested that probably their warnings were not deemed 
well founded but they said the march of events was lending 
confirmation to the predictions made more than two years ago. 
They said there was pressing need for the Commission to put 
a stop to the disruptive course of the Chesapeake & Ohio. 

The protesting railroads said it was their position that 
the 55 cent rate to Huntington, Catlettsburg and Mount Carbon 
was unreasonably low, the implication being that the Commis- 
sion should prescribe a reasonable minimum rate. The petition- 
ing and protesting lines are Baltimore & Ohio, Louisville & 
Nashville, New York Central, Monongahela, Norfolk & West- 
ern, Pennsylvania, Pittsburgh & Lake Erie, Pittsburgh & West 
Virginia, Virginian, and Western Maryland. 


SHIPPER CONCESSIONS FINE 


Federal Judge Michael L. Igoe, at Chicago, has assessed 
fines of $1,000 against the National Felt Works, Inc., of Chi- 
cago, and $1 each against Nicholas N. Goldman and George J. 
Goldman, the corporation’s president and treasurer, respectively, 
on pleas of guilty to a 39-count indictment charging the cor- 
poration with soliciting concessions in respect to transportation 
of property by rail carriers, in violation of section 1 of the 
Elkins act, and with assisting consignees to obtain transporta- 
tion of property by motor carriers at less rates than those 
specified in applicable tariffs, in violation of section 222 (c) of 
the interstate commerce act, and the individuals with aiding and 
abetting in the violations, the Commission has been advised. 
The fine was imposed on one count, the remaining counts being 
suspended for a probationary period of one year. An investiga- 
tion by representatives of the Chicago office of the Commission’s 
Bureau of Inquiry and Bureau of Motor Carriers, a statement 
by the Commission said, disclosed that the company had been 
billing shipments of cotton felt or batting as cotton waste, 
thus obtaining from rail and motor carriers a less rate for 
transportation than if the shipments had been correctly billed 
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dD Decisi 

Loss and Damage Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 

(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1941, by West Publishing Company.) 





LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(District Court, E. D. Pennsylvania.) A consignee’s “full 
actual loss” for goods delivered by a carrier in a damaged con- 
dition ordinarily is established by the difference between the 
fair market value of the goods undamaged and their fair market 
value as delivered in damaged condition. 

A consignee suing carrier to recover damages for injuries to 
carloads of watermelons was not entitled to have added to 
ordinary damages some amount representing the part of his 
money loss arising from the disorderly condition of some of the 
loads, where there was no proof that his whole money loss, 
over and above the difference between undamaged and damaged 
value of melons, was due to that factor. 

In consignee’s action against carrier to recover damages 
for injuries to carloads of watermelons, figures called “salvage,” 
stipulated as representing fair market value of damaged melons 
had they been sold separately, gave the court a basis on which 
the ordinary rule of determining full actual loss by subtracting 
damaged value from sound value could be directly applied, but 
in no event could allowance be made which would exceed the 
total sound market value of all damaged melons. 

In consignee’s action against carrier to recover damages for 
injuries to carloads of watermelons, tolerance for ordinary 
non-negligent handling of bulk shipments and cinder damage 
were required to be deducted from loss as arrived at by sub- 
tracting damaged value of melons as stipulated from sound 
value. (Meltzer vs. Baltimore & O. R. Co., 38 Fed Supp. 391.) 


DELAY IN TRANSPORTATION OR DELIVERY 


(Appellate Court of Illinois, First District. First Di- 
vision.) Where express company, which was a common carrier 
by motor vehicle operating under the jurisdiction of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, picked up freight at shipper’s place 
of business, executed bill of lading, and delivered freight to 
truck company which had same place of business and telephone 
as express company, and which transported freight from city 
of shipper’s residence to destination designated by shipper, ex- 
press company was liable for shipper’s damage from delay in 
transporting freight, which delay was not explained by express 
company. Motor Carrier Act of 1935, Sec. 201 et seq., 49 U. S. 
C. A., Sec. 301 et seq.; Interstate Commerce Act, Sec. 20(11), 
as amended, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 20(11). 

In shipper’s action against express company for delay in 
transporting freight, company had burden of explaining delay. 

In action for delay in transportation of freight which con- 
signee refused to receive, measure of damages was difference 
in market value of freight at consignee’s address at time of 
shipment and at time when freight was finally offered back to 
a. and cause of reduction in market value was imma- 
terial. 

It is common knowledge that material for ladies’ hats must 
be disposed of expeditiously to prevent loss. 

Under evidence that consignee refused to accept nested 
fur felt hat bodies because of delay in transportation, and that 
hat bodies could not be sold and were of no value when tendered 
back to shipper, because it was too late in the season, carrier 
was liable to shipper for full value of hat bodies as shown by 
invoice, notwithstanding that no notice had been given carrier of 
special circumstances requiring expeditious handling of hat 
bodies. (Stern McGiveny & Co. vs. Keeshin Motor Express 
Co., 34 N. E. 2d 81.) 


BROTHERHOODS AND BLOCK SIGNAL 


“Going to bat” on behalf of one block operator whose job 
would be discontinued if the application were granted by the 
Commission, five railroad brotherhoods have joined in the 
filing of a brief in No. 28000, Sub. No. 47, application of the 
trustees of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific for 
approval of modification of a manual block signal system be- 
tween Mobridge and Moreau Junction, S. D., a distance of 
3.8 miles, on the Trans-Missouri division, involving installation 
of track circuit controlled indicator at Mobridge and manual 
block signal on branch line at Moreau Junction, remotely con- 
trolled from Mobridge, to provide information regarding branch 
line movements and to govern movements from the fifth sub- 
division to Mobridge. ‘The brief was filed on behalf of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Brotherhood of Loco- 
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motive Firemen & Enginemen, Order of Railway Conductors, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and the Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers. They said the application of the carrier did 
not contribute to the growth or enlargement of safety; that, 
on the contrary, testimony of the carrier’s own witnesses had 
shown “quite clearly” that the proposed changes would in- 
crease the accident hazards, and they asked denial of the 
application in its entirety. 


Hoboken Divisiens Case 


A three-judge court at Newark, N. J., has under advise- 
ment the question whether the Commission was right or wrong 
in excluding the cost of a license to use the patented cradle 
whereby freight cars are transferred from the rails of the 
Hoboken Manufacturers Railroad to the rails on the ships of 
Seatrain Lines, Inc., in calculating divisions between Hoboken 
and eastern trunk lines. The cost is about $50,000 a year. 

The question was raised in civil action No. 1100, Hoboken 
Manufacturers Railroad Co. vs. United States in the federal 
court for New Jersey. The railroad company seeks injunctive 
relief against a decision of the Commission holding that the 
divisions paid to the Hoboken by the trunk lines are not unjust, 
or otherwise unlawful. The Hoboken contends that by refus- 
ing to consider the money paid by Hoboken for using the Sea- 
train cradle the Commission is depriving it of property in viola- 
tion of law. 

Arguments were made by E. M. Reidy for the Commission, 
Willis T. Pierson for the railroads which were on the side of 
the Commission, Parker McCollester and Wilbur LaRoe, Jr., 
for the Hoboken. By the use of the cradle to transfer cars 
and cradle to Seatrain ships the trunk lines are able to avoid 
paying for unloading traffic moving on shipside rates, that cost 
being about 75 cents a ton. Refusal of the Commission to in- 
clude “full cost,’”’ the Hoboken said, took its property for public 
use without just compensation in violation of the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution. 

The Commission, said Mr. Reidy in conclusion, had held 
that it was not proper for the Hoboken, a subsidiary of the 
Seatrain, to use as a basis in computing its divisions, amounts 
of money which Hoboken, under a contract with its parent, must 
pay for the use of a device “which in its very essence enables 
the Seatrain to continue in business and thus compete for traffic 
with the trunk line railroads.” He said the conclusion of the 
Commission that the trunk line should not be required to 
bear the expense of a patented device which enabled another 
transportation agency’to continue in business and thus compete 
with them was a reasonable one and that the Commission’s 
order should be sustained. 


Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of 
motor carrier provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com- 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appear below.) 


Northern Ohio district, at Cleveland. Charles E. Green, of 
Willoughby, O., fined $500 on a plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging him with transporting, pursuant to a contract with 
J. M., and L. A. Osborn Co., of Cleveland, shipments of asphalt 
siding or plastic shingles from South Bend, Ind., to Akron and 
Cleveland, O., without having obtained a permit from the Com- . 
mission. The fine was assessed on 5 counts of a 23-count infor- 
mation, sentence as to the remaining counts being deferred for 
a probationary period of 2 years. 

Northern Texas district, Dallas division. Robert Q. Bekins, 
dba Bekins Van & Storage Co., of Dallas, Tex., fined $600, 
of which $200 was required to be paid while the remainder was 
suspended, on a plea of guilty to an information charging viola- 
tions of the Commission’s motor carrier safety regulations, 
revised, with respect to drivers’ hours. 

Northern Texas district, Dallas division. Rual Hardison and 
Longhorn Roofing Products, Inc., both of Dallas, Tex., fined 
$1,500 and $1,000, respectively, on pleas of nolo contendere to 
an information charging the former with operating without a 
permit, and the latter, a shipper, with aiding and abetting in 
the violation, in connection with the transportation of roofing 
material from Dallas to points in Oklahoma, Arkansas and 
Louisiana. Both defendants were charged with fraudulently 
seeking to evade and defeat regulation. The roofing company 
was required to pay the entire fine assessed against it, while 
the carrier was required to pay only $300, the remainder being 
suspended, and the carrier placed on probation. 

Southern Indiana district, Terre Haute division. Walter H. 
Harrison and Fred M. Meneely, both of Brazil, Ind., fined $150 
each on pleas of guilty to informations charging the former 
with operating without a certificate, and both defendants with 
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granting rate concessions. Harrison was accused of transporting 
shipments of barium carbonate from Blue Island, I1l., to Brazil, 
Ind., and brick from Brazil to Kenosha, Wis., without authority. 
Concession charges were based on defendants having failed to 
apply the specified minimum charge on the minimum weight for 
shipments specified in their respective tariffs. 

Northern Texas district, Dallas division. S. H. Kress & Co., 
of New York City, fined $1,000 on a plea of nolo contendere to 
an information charging it with knowingly soliciting, accepting 
and receiving concessions from Jewell E. Rayburn and Charles 
L. Muirhead, dba Houston Inland Forwarding Co., arising from 
special services in connection with consolidations at New York, 
furnishing of special insurance not provided for in the carriers’ 
tariffs, and improper application of rates from Houston to points 
in Texas. 

Northern Texas district, Dallas division. Imperial Sugar 
Co., of Sugarland, Tex., fined $1,500 on pleas of nolo con- 
tendere to informations charging it with aiding and abetting co- 
defendant Robert Wilson, a motor carrier, with operating with- 
out a certificate, without having filed rates; and with fraudu- 
lently seeking to evade and defeat regulation. Wilson and 
Harvey N. Powell were also named defendants in the informa- 
tion which charged Imperial with fraudulently seeking to evade 
and defeat regulation. The cases against Wilson and Powell 
were continued until a subsequent term of court. The violations 
grew out of the transportation of sugar from Sugarland, Tex., 
to Oklahoma. 

Northern Texas district, Dallas division. Texas Freight 
Co., Inc., engaged in operating a freight forwarding business 
with offices at New York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and Wash- 
ington, D. C., fined $350 on a plea of nolo contendere to an 
information charging it with knowingly soliciting, accepting 
and receiving concessions from A. E. McDonald Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., in connection with the transportation of merchan- 
dise between points in Texas, which shipments had moved from 
New York to Texas by water. 

Northern Illinois district, eastern division. Liberty Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., of Chicago, Ill., and William S. Barranco, its 
president and general manager, fined $1,000 and $500, respec- 
tively, on pleas of guilty to an information charging the former 
with granting concessions and violating the Commission’s orders 
concerning the form and contents of receipts and bills of lad- 
ing, and preservation of copies thereof, and the latter with aid- 
ing and abetting in the violations, with respect to the transporta- 
tion of chipboard from Beloit, Wis., to Chicago, Ill. 

Northern West Virginia district. Howard Bell, of Clarks- 
burg, W. Va., and Frank J. Cross fined $70 and $350, respec- 
tively, on pleas of guilty to an information charging the for- 
mer with operating without a certificate and the latter with 
aiding and abetting in the violation, in connection with trans- 
portation not within the scope of Bell’s authority. 

Northern Ohio district. eastern division. Joseph Daschner, 
of Cleveland, O., fined $1,000 on pleas of guilty to two informa- 
tions, one of which charged issuance of a false bill of lading 
and falsification of a driver’s log, and the other, with operation 
without a certificate, granting rate concessions, and failing to 
require drivers to keep logs, in connection with the transporta- 
tion of property in interstate commerce, one shipment moving 
to Vermont. 

Northern Texas district, at Dallas. Otto S. Hurley, of 
Dallas, Tex., a motor carrier, H. C. Steadman, the carrier’s em- 
ploye, and John Fisher, a shipper, fined $500, $350 and $350, re- 
spectively, on pleas of nolo contendere to an information charg- 
ing the carrier with operating without a certificate and without 
rates on file with the Commission, and the individuals with aid- 
ing and abetting in the violations, in connection with the trans- 
portation of shelled pecans from Dallas to Los Angeles, Calif. 
All the defendants were charged with fraudulently seeking to 
evade and defeat regulation. Hurley and Steadman were re- 
quired to pay $100 and $50, respectively, of their fines and 
were placed on probation as to the remainder. At the same 
time the court also fined Hurley $500 and Steadman $350 in 
another case in which the carrier was charged with transporting 
property for shippers other than Fisher. Steadman was named 
as aider and abetter. Hurley and Steadman were required to 
pay $100 and $50, respectively, and placed on probation. 

Eastern Pennsylvania district, at Philadelphia. Vernon 
Kemp, of Kutztown, Pa., fined $150 on a plea of guilty to an 
information charging operation without a certificate, without 
rates on file, and with failure to comply with the Commission’s 
insurance requirements, in connection with the transportation 
of passengers between New York City and Kutztown, Pa. 


KEESHIN INJUNCTION CASE 


_ The Commission, June 25, filed a complaint in federal dis- 
trict court at Chicago charging Keeshin Motor Express Company, 
Inc., with violating section 222 (b) and other sections of the act 
by charging intrastate rates lower than applicable interstate 
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rates on specified shipments since October, 1940, to the present 
from Chicago to East St. Louis, Ill., via St. Louis. Colin A. Smith 
and Hugh E. Lillie, attorneys for the Commission’s bureau of 
motor carriers, who filed the complaint, alleged the defendant 
hauled a variety of articles from Chicago to its warehouse in 
St. Louis under intrastate rates and paid the Reed Express and 
Transfer Company, an East St. Louis carter, to move the ship- 
ments from the warehouse back into Illinois for destination deliv- 
ery. The complaint asked that the court issue an injunction 
against the practice of charging intrastate rates on the move- 
ment. 

Judge John P. Barnes June 26 set the case for hearing July 
15, at which time a three-judge court will consider the matter 
of granting a temporary injunction until further hearing. 


PULLMAN SERVICE FOR NEGROES 


The federal district court at Chicago has issued an order 
setting aside the Commission’s decision in the case of Arthur W. 
Mitchell, negro member of Congress from Illinois, in which he 
sought first class passenger accommodations on the railroads. 
The district court order was issued in compliance with the 
Supreme Court’s finding, April 28, that the complainant had 
been discriminated against by being refused Pullman accom- 
modations in the state of Arkansas. The district court, com- 
posed of Will M. Sparks, Michael L. Igoe, and C. E. Woodward, 
had previously found against the plaintiff, its order thus being 
reversed by the Supreme Court. An order has also been issued 
directing the Commission to reopen the case for further pro- 
ceedings in conformity with the high court’s decision (see 
Traffic World, May 3, p. 1117). 


PECANS RATINGS INQUIRY 


An investigation into and concerning the reasonableness 
and lawfulness otherwise of ratings and classifications, etc., on 
pecans in the shell, minimum 30,000 pounds, between points 
in Arkansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas, and 
points in Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne- 
braska North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin maintained 
by certain motor carriers has been instituted by the Commis- 
sion, division 2, on its own motion, in MC C-281, pecans in the 
shell, rating to and from southwest. 

All carriers parties to joint tariff MF-I. C. C. 113 of Mid- 
Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. 38 
of Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. 
54 of Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers’ Bureau, and 
MF-I. C. C. No. 70 of Agent J. D. Hughett have been made 
respondents. The matter has been referred to Examiner P. H. 
ae for hearing August 1 at the Pickwick Hotel, Kansas 

ity, Mo. 


C. and N. W. Reorganization 


The Commission, by division 4, has issued a supplemental 
certificate in Finance No. 10881, Chicago & North Western re- 
organization, showing the ballots cast by classes 6, 14 and 15 
of claimants received after the main certificate was issued in 
the period May 13 to June 14, 1941, after the closing date of the 
voting. Only small claims were involved in that balloting. 

At a hearing in the Chicago and North Western reor- 
ganization case in federal court at Chicago, June 23, Judge 
John P. Barnes signed an order giving Charles M. Thomson, 
trustee, authority to distribute $9,028,315 to security holders to 
pay fixed and contingent interest charges on the notes which 
they will receive, when the plan is finally confirmed, in ex- 
change for their present holdings in the debtor company (see 
Traffic World, June 14, p. 1503). The sum represented the 
total amount of interest due on various classes of bonds in the 
first two years (1939 and 1940) after the effective date of the 
plan, which is January 1, 1939. The order provided that in 
case the plan is changed with respect to the exchange of securi- 
ties, the amounts paid may be applied in conformity with such 
changes. In presenting the petition, the trustee said the trust 
fund had mounted to $34,000,000; that that money was lying 
idle in various banks, drawing no interest; that payment of the 
money would leave enough reserves to meet any possible need 
for equipment financing, and that, if the plan should be found 
faulty on appeal, the debtor would not have lost the amount, 
as it could then be applied against the debt to the security 
holders. The motion was signed over the protests of Luther 
M. Walter, attorney for the debtor, who said the money should 
be held in safekeeping by the estate until the debtor’s appeal 
from Judge Barnes’ orders approving the plan had been decided. 
Those appeals are scheduled for hearing in the circuit court 
of appeals in October. 

In another order signed by Judge Barnes, June 23, the 
trustee received permission to pay $300,000 to the Railroad 
Credit Corporation out of the cash reserves, a move designed 
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to save the company $3,000 in annual interest payments. The 
money will be given in exchange for security notes held by the 
credit corporation. Judge Barnes also authorized the debtor 
to borrow $12,750 from the protective committees for the pre- 
ferred and common stock holders to apply as part of $17,000 
in costs for printing the record on appeal. Mr. Walter, in 
presenting the petition for the order, said the appellants wanted 
permission to borrow the money in case the circuit court de- 
cided, on rehearing, to reverse its recent order holding that the 
district court had the power to direct the trustee to pay the 
costs. The circuit court had set the date for paying the appeal 
costs on July 1 but postponed the date to July 10 after the 
parties opposing the appeal asked the court to hear them again 
in the matter, Mr. Walter said. 

Arguments for and against an order confirming the plan 
were presented by attorneys for the various parties at the 
hearing. ‘Those favoring such an order included representa- 
tives of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, savings banks, 
and insurance companies, all holders of a large part of the 
debtor’s bonds. Opposed were the stockholder groups, at- 
torneys for the debtor, the so-called State Line bondholders, and 
holders of convertible 4% per cent bonds. Those in favor of 
confirmation took the position that confirmation would not hurt 
any of the parties, even if Judge Barnes’ orders approving the 
plan were reversed on appeal. Opposing the confirmation, Mr. 
Walter said the plan should not be confirmed because the stock- 
holders’ equity would be wiped out unjustly and because the 
vote held by the Commission among the creditors on approval 
of the plan had been faulty. The Commission had erred, he 
said, in not informing the bondholders that an appeal had been 
taken. 


Mr. Walter presented a motion asking that the court reject 
the certification of the Commission-held vote, return the vote 
certificate to the Commission with directions to resubmit the 
plan to the creditors by using revised lists of creditors as 
brought down to date by the trustee, and directing the trustee 
to revise the lists of creditors. Judge Barnes denied the motion, 
and Mr. Walter said he would appeal from that denial. After 
hearing evidence presented by the debtor, State Line repre- 
sentatives, and others opposed to the plan, Judge Barnes took 
under advisement the matter of confirming the plan, although 
saying he would deny another motion, presented by Mr. Walter, 
asking that the plan not be confirmed until appeals had been 
decided in the circuit court. 

Judge Barnes June 25 signed an order confirming the reor- 
ganization plan. 


Private Tank Car Allowances 


An allegation that Examiner Sharp quoted only part of 
what the Commission had said on which he founded his recom- 
mendation in a proposed report in No. 28515, allowances for 
privately owned tank cars, is made in exceptions to that re- 
port (see Traffic World, May 17, p. 1257), by the El Dorado 
Oil Works of California and the El Dorado Terminal Co. They 
asked for the investigation in which the examiner made his 
report. 

Payment to and receipt by a shipper of mileage allowances 
in excess of rental due on privately owned tank cars, the exam- 
iner said, should be found unjust and unreasonable, and an un- 
lawful rebate and concession. He based that recommendation 
on the Commission’s decision, according to the exceptions, on 
the decision of the Commission in the proceeding Use of Pri- 
vately Owned Refrigerator Cars, 201 I. C. C. 323. The ex- 
ceptants said that the Commission in that decision said “pay- 
ment . . . of mileage earnings by railroads . in excess 
of rental said shippers paid for the use of the cars ‘and other 
actual expenses in connection therewith’ was condemned.” 

The oil and terminal companies said that the shipper in 
addition to the rental paid the car owner was put to an expense 
of an average of $27.66 a car for cleaning so as to be fit for the 
carriage of its product. The examiner, it was contended, in 
leaving out of his quotation from the private refrigerator case 
the words “and other actual expenses in connection therewith,” 
left out a material part of the supposed ground for condemna- 
tion of the arrangement between the oil and terminal companies 
and the private car company from which they leased the tank 
cars for the transportation of cocoanut oil. 

The oil and terminal companies said they did not contend 
that the rail carriers should incur that expense or repay it to 
the oil works. Such a contention they added, would be wholly 
unwarranted in view of the statement in the carriers’ tariffs 
that they did not undertake to furnish the tank cars. It would 
be absurd they further observed, to recognize that they were 
not obligated to furnish the cars and at the same time to claim 
they were obligated to clean the cars. They said the lessor 
tank car company nor the purchasers of the oil had any obliga- 
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tion to clean the cars. 
(oil and terminal companies) as the sellers and shippers of the 
oil so to clean and prepare the tank cars. 

That, they added, was a necessary and an actual expense 
in connection with the use of the cars by the oil works as the 


Therefore it devolved on the petitioners 


lessee thereof. Under the lease arrangement the car company: 
was obligated to pay to the oil and terminal companies, by 
credit on account, any mileage earned by the cars in excess of 
the rental they had agreed to pay for the use of the cars. 

As to whether there was a rebate, the exceptants point out 
that they do not pay the freight; that it is paid by the con- 
signee. They declare that the statement in the examiner’s re- 
port “that knowledge by the oil works that it would receive 
certain mileage earnings would enable it to shrink its profits to 
the amount of said mileage earnings, and thus underbid a com- 
petitor,” is outside of the matters under investigation, “and be- 
yond the administrative jurisdiction or control of the Com- 
mission. The examiner’s statement that the oil works 
might or could shrink its profits to the extent of the mileage 
received from the tank car corporation is, as he admits, merely 
a supposition without any support in the evidence. But if the 
oil works should shrink its profits . . . this would not amount 
to a rebate or concession or come within the prohibitions of the 
interstate commerce act.” 


C. AND N. W. BOX CAR PURCHASE 


The federal court at Chicago June 26 approved arrange- 
ments made by Charles M. Thomson, trustee, Chicago and 
North Western, to buy 1,000 50-ton all steel box cars by issuance 
of trust notes of $2,325,000 at a coupon rate of 2 per cent at 
100.261 per cent of par and accrued dividends. The amount 
represents three-fourths of the cost of the cars. The balance of 
the payment will be made in cash. The court authorized the 
company to enter in arrangements for the purchase May 12 
(see Traffic World, May 17, p. 1291). . 


C. and W. I. Cases 


The Wabash, Monon, Chicago and Eastern Illinois, Grand 
Trunk Western, and Erie were this week nearer to finding out 
how much it was costing each to operate their jointly owned 
railroad, the Chicago and Western Indiana, as two cases in 
federal district court at Chicago involving thei rownership of the 
Western Indiana approached the stage of final decision. In one 
case, No. 379, Chicago and Western Indiana vs. Erie, the court 
indicated what its decision would be, and in the other, No. 464, 
Grand Trunk Western vs. Western Indiana, et al., the court took 
the cause under advisement after a hearing (see Traffic World, 
April 19, p. 984, and May 31, p. 1385). 

Late this week, attorneys for the parties to No. 379 were 
busy drafting a final decree that would conform with opinions 
which Judge John P. Barnes indicated he would make effective 
in his order. Five issues are involved and the owner roads 
appear in the issues variously as complainants, cross-complain- 
ants, counter-complainants, and third party complainants. The 
case is said to be the first in the Chicago courts involving third 
party complaints. The basis of the differences is whether the 
owners should pay one-fifth each or on a wheelage basis for 
various expenses incurred by the Western Indiana in leasing its 
line to the owners and to non-proprietory railroads. Judge 
Barnes said he would grant the Western Indiana’s claim, which 
opened the case, that the Erie should pay the plaintiff $114,060 
for management expenses covering a period of many years. The 
Erie had paid certain amounts toward such expenses. but had 
not paid as much as the Western Indiana claimed it should, 
the Erie alleging the owned company had not used proper 
accounting methods provided for in the “wheelage basis” for- 
mula and had, in fact, overcharged the Erie approximately 
$125,000. As to C. and W. I. so-called rental costs and to its 
payments annually of $20,665 on an old debt to the Grand 
Trunk, the court said the Grand Trunk, Chicago and Eastern 
Illinois, and the Wabash have been correct in contending such 
costs should be borne by the five owners equally. A fourth issue, 
involving the freight and suburban passenger service operated 
by the C. and W. I., will be decided in favor of the C. and W. I., 
Wabash, and Eastern Illinois, which had taken the position 
that the owner companies should pay on the wheelage basis to- 
wards operating costs of that service, the court said. The other 
three parties had taken the opposite opinion. The fifth “issue,” 
that of miscellaneous expenses, will be decided generally in 
favor of the Western Indiana, Wabash, and Eastern Illinois. 

Judge Charles E. Woodward held a hearing in No. 464, June 
25, and took the matter under advisement. That cost involved 
onely one issue and but three of the owner roads and the C. and 
W. I. were parties to the case, but it, like the other, was not 
without unusual complications. The Monon and Wabash appear 
both as defendants and plaintiffs in the one issue, which is that 
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of the Grand Trunk’s attempt to get the court to order the 
Western Indiana to pay to the Grand Trunk, Monon, and 
Wabash, two sums which the Western Indiana holds totaling 
approximately $212,000. The two sums were collected from the 
Erie and Santa Fe in April, 1938, after the Western Indiana had 
obtained a court decision in its favor finding that the Erie had, 
from 1922 to 1931, inclusive, paid toward C. and W. I. tax ex- 
penses on a one-fifth basis rather than, as was held proper by 
the court, on a wheelage basis. In the present case, the Grand 
Trunk sued the C. and W. I., the Monon, and the Wabash, each 
asserted that it had an interest in the money. The plaintiff 
contended the sums should be distributed to the three owners 
which had, from 1922 to 1931, paid more taxes than they should 
have paid. The Monon, agreeing with the Grand Trunk, filed a 
cross-complaint, asking for a share of the monies on distribu- 
tion; the Wabash, though siding with the Western Indiana, filed 
a similar cross-complaint in case it and the C. and W. I. were 
found by the court to have sustained the wrong viewpoint. 

At the hearing, attorneys for the defendants said the statute 
of limitations barred the claims; that the court could not act 
because two of the owner companies, vitally interested, were 
not parties to the suit, and that under Illinois law the plaintiffs 
could not “recover” monies paid voluntarily for such taxes. Re- 
plying, attorneys for the plaintiffs said they did not seek to 
“recover” monies paid for taxes, but sought to have the West- 
ern Indiana distribute the sums in which the latter company 
had no “beneficial interest.” 

Attorneys in No. 379 presented a draft of the final decree 
to Judge Barnes, June 27, and it was approved. The court 
order allowed the Western Indiana claims against the Erie for 
management expenses and rentals of $114,071 and $42,467, re- 
spectively, the sums covering deficiencies in payments by the 
Erie between 1934 and 1938, inclusive. Other pawments ordered 
made by the owners to the Western Indiana were: For 
rentals, Grand Trunk, $30,031; Monon, $19,405, and Wabash, 
$7,447. For the annual installment due the Grand Trunk, 
Monon, $5,212, and from the Grand Trunk itself, $20,665. The 
court order did not require the Chicago and Eastern Illinois to 
pay any sums. The order also directed that the Western 
Indiana could collect additional amounts, on the basis of the 
decree, from the owner railroads for the period since 1908, 
which was not covered in original petitions. 


Revenue Freight Leading 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended June 21 totaled 
885,558 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 157,065 cars or 21.6 per cent 
above the corresponding week in 1940, an increase of 247,024 
cars or 38.7 per cent above the same week in 1939, and an 
increase of 22,583 cars or 2.6 per cent above the preceding week. 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding weeks in 1940 and 1939. 


; 1941 1940 1939 
SE EE BREED 6 vc wee csessccecs 2,740,095 2,557,735 2,288,730 

Ee 2,824,188 2,488,879 2,282, 
ENN ere 3,817,918 3,123,916 2,976,655 
PC EE 6.00b00b.cc0 esa revene 2,793,563 2,495,212 2,225,188 
DD ME ON cnccsecccecrcncvens 4,160,527 3,351,840 2,926,408 
© cckceossscnsense sees 852,940 702,892 630,060 
ON Be NS | eer 862,975 712,921 633,955 
Se I HEL ny bbb nencbovannissss 885,558 728,493 638,534 
eka ith awe haanee 18,937,764 16,161,888 14,602,396 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended June 
21 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,440 and 6,170; live 
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stock, 911 and 1,095; coal, 34,161 and 27,887; coke, 4,014 and 2,992: 
forest products, 2,667 and 2,191; ore, 6,989 and 17,597; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 43,277 and 38,056; miscellaneous, 90,441 and 68,724; total, 1941, 
189,900; 1940, 154,712; 1939, 131,312. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,956 and 3,202; live 
stock, 739 and 884; coal, 46,067 and 34,671; coke, 6,024 and 4,342; forest 
products, 1,279 and 1,030; ore, 14,377 and 12,263; merchandise, L. C. L., 
30,992 and 26,333; miscellaneous, 92,653 and 72,585; total, 1941, 196,087; 
1940, 155,310; 1939, 120,408. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products: 256 and 197; live 
stock, 97 and 125; coal, 42,685 and 34,357; coke, 557 and 499; forest 
products , 907 and 513; ore, 781 and 384; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,062 
and 5,413; miscellaneous, 8,157 and 6,899; total, 1941, 58,502; 1940, 
48,387; 1939, 43,422. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,214 and 2,178; live 
stock, 1,019 and 1,105; coal, 22,140 and 15,817; coke, 444 and 461; forest 
products, 14,212 and 9,884; ore, 1,597 and 1,228; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,235 and 25,609; miscellaneous, 52,026 and 41,383; total, 1941, 119,887; 
1940, 97,665; 1939, 90,615. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 11,672 and 7,306: 
live stock, 2,095 and 2,649; coal, 5,619 and 3,948; coke, 2,072 and 1,925: 
forest products, 10,931 and 9,612; ore, 46,419 and 41,728; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 19,086 and 18,770; miscellaneous, 41,024 and 35,706; total, 1941, 
138,918; 1940, 121,644; 1939, 97,224. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 15,143 and 
10,356; live stock, 3,143 and 3,621; coal, 7,651 and 5,076; coke, 340 and 
280; forest products, 8,581 and 7,260; ore, 5,016 and 4,705; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,921 and 24,745; miscellaneous, 61,852 and 50,316; total, 1941, 
126,647; 1940, 106,359; 1939,. 109,422. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 5,893 and 4,247; 
live stock, 1,085 and 1,074; coal, 2,808 and 1,901; coke, 107 and 106; 
forest products, 4,978 and 3,746; ore, 482 and 337; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,192 and 9,856; miscellaneous, 30,072 and 23,149; total, 1941, 55,617; 
1940, 44,416; 1939, 46,131. 


Freight Loading Forecast 


Freight car loadings in the third quarter of 1941 are ex- 
pected to be about 14.8 per cent above actual loadings in the 
same quarter of 1940, according to estimates compiled by the 
thirteen Shippers’ Advisory Boards. 

On the basis of those estimates, freight car loadings of the 
twenty-nine principal commodities will be 7,272,955 cars in the 
third quarter of 1941, compared with 6,337,841 actual car load- 
ings for the same commodities in the corresponding period in 
the preceding year. 

All the thirteen Shippers’ Advisory Boards estimate an 
increase in carloadings for the third quarter of 1941, compared 
with the same period in’the preceding year. Tabulation below 
shows actual carloadings for each district in the third quarter 
of 1940, the estimated loadings for the third quarter of 1941, 
and the percentage of increase or decrease: 


Actual Loadings Estimated Loadings 


Shippers’ Advisory Third Quarter Third Quarter Per Cent 

Boards 1940 1941 Increase 
Se, EE vi vowewemenewe 91,024 102,167 12.2 
a 618,464 682,328 10.3 
RE A Sheu wen nwwsies wae 896,811 1,005,406 12.1 
POS eee 759,285 951,712 25.3 
EE re roe 609,054 685,535 12.6 
Se URE 6 xe b:bs\bwrd'ew one 524,822 636,694 21.3 
Central Western ............ 201,510 223,622 11.0 
A ee 859,986 959,762 11.6 
NS EEE eee 631,992 710,416 12.4 
Trans-Missouri-Kansas ...... 344,610 383,371 11,2 
a eee 345,700 398,033 15.1 
i eee 249,915 296,514 18.6 
Pacific Northwest ........... 204,668 237,395 16.0 
DEE. Si icss xcs nnsud be eee 6,337,841 7,272,955 14.8 


The Shippers’ Advisory Boards estimate an increase in the 
third quarter of 1941, compared with the same period one year 
ago, in the loading of each of the twenty-nine principal com- 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, June 21 


Grain and Live 
Grain Prod. Stock Coal 
1941 46,574 9,089 161,131 
Total all TOMES... .ccccoccccccees 1940 33,656 10,553 123,657 
1939 46,981 10,272 96,835 
Preceding week June 14........... 1941 37,006 10,007 158,621 
Per cent increase over..........- 1940 38.4 30.3 
Per cent decrease under........... 1940 13.9 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 66.4 
Per cent decrease under........... 1939 9 11.5 
1941 850,309 272,001 3,310,037 
Cumulative 25 weeks to June 21 {ss 780,701 279,929 3,243,068 
1939 815,677 286,884 2,488,423 
Per cent increase over........... 1940 8.9 2.1 
Per cent decrease under........... 1940 2.8 
Per cent increase over............ 1939 4.2 33.0 
Per cent decrease under........... 1939 5.2 


Per cent to 15 year average, 115.3. 


Forest Mdse, 
Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
13,558 43,555 75,661 159,765 376,225 885,558 
10,605 34,236 68,242 148, 782 298,762 728,493 
5,864 30,527 41,417 151,864 254,774 638,534 
13,165 42,488 73,549 159,597 368,542 862,975 
27.8 27.2 10.9 7.4 25.9 21.6 
131.2 42.7 82.7 5.2 47.7 38.7 
321,090 989,640 998,448 3,885,163 8,311,076 18,937,764 
240,699 793,740 641,252 3,633,618 6,548,881 16,161,888 
159,168 685,801 444,547 3,726,702 5,995,194 14,602,396 
33.4 24.7 55.7 6.9 26.9 17.2 
101.7 44.3 124.6 4.3 38.6 29.7 
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modities included in the forecast. Among those commodities 
showing the greatest increase are the following: 

Automobiles, trucks and parts, 54.9 per cent; machinery 
and boilers, 31.8 per cent; agricultural implements and vehicles 
other than automobiles, 25.6 per cent; chemicals and explosives, 
25.2 per cent; brick and clay products, 22.4 per cent; cement, 
20.4 per cent; gravel, sand and stone, 18.6 per cent; coal and 
coke, 17.0 per cent; ore and concentrates, 16.6 per cent; iron and 
steel, 16.5 per cent; paper, paperboard and prepared roofing, 
16.5 per cent; all canned goods, 15.5 per cent; cotton, 15.1 per 
cent; lime and plaster, 12.2 per cent; grain, 10.4 per cent; 
lumber and forest products, 10.3 per cent; fresh vegetables other 
than potatoes, 10.1 per cent; fresh fruits other than citrus fruits, 
9.4 per cent; hay, straw and alfalfa, 9.1 per cent; fertilizers of 
all kinds, 9.1 per cent, and sugar, syrup and molasses, 8.4 per 
cent. 

Actual loadings for the third quarter of 1940, estimated car- 
loadings for the third quarter of 1941, and the percentage of 
increase for each of the twenty-nine commodities follow: 


-——Carloadings——. Estimated 


Actual Estimated Per Cent 

Commodity 1940 1941 Increase 
ME a deka oc wulen e's bade wana 346,614 382,565 10.4 
Flour, meal and other mill products.... 193,653 208.221 7.5 
Hay, straw and alfalfa ..........ccceees 14,416 15,722 9.1 
DE Acton hadasahbe as bee Aeteebae weeks 37,312 42,944 15.1 
Cottonseed and products, except oil..... 8,310 8,422 1.3 
NI ar i a 26,949 28,028 4.0 
SO =e eee 87,516 95,714 9.4 
I ores ae eee 32,757 33,704 2.9 
Other fresh vegetables ................. 44,156 48,611 10.1 
I a oo 168,181 171,931 2.2 
Poultry and dairy products ............ 25,342 26,890 6.1 
Sy NIN da cic ws na 06.06'0a0 oe s:0000% 1,827,741 2,138,622 17.0 
Ore ONG COMCENEFALES occ ccccccccccccce 875,445 1,020,962 16.6 
Gravel, sand and stone ............0.00. 384,405 455,834 18.6 
(ion sienna ska ace a CikeceCrncaned ease 30,517 31,560 3.4 
Lumber and forest products............ 493,508 544,271 10.3 
Petroleum and petroleum products...... 513,044 543,440 5.9 
Sugar, syrup and molasses ............ 45,256 49,067 8.4 
NE fos 50 cacwas ackbneaw yee bo vind’ 486,382 566,743 16.5 
SERGMEMOTY BE BOUCTS: .cccccessccccsces 32,123 42,347 31.8 
I. <tvewsdwae deeeee Wane daecuneee 180,033 216,760 20.4 
Breen ONG GAY POOGMCIS.... ccccccccceces 62,084 75,972 22.4 
CE er ne 44,908 50,404 12.2 
Agricultural implements and vehicles, 

other than automobiles ...... aears 19,231 24,157 25.6 
Automobiles, trucks and parts ......... 94,368 146,213 54.9 
rr ee 73,883 80,609 9.1 
Paper, paper board and prepared roofing 101,609 118,336 16.5 
Chemicals and explosives .............. 32,555 40,765 25.2 
Canned goods—all canned food products 

(includes catsup, jams, jellies, olives, 

pickles, preserves, e€tC.) ......ccceee 55,543 64,141 15.5 

ME. Sbaeuax eens daneeesadeneeweae 6,337,841 7,272,955 14.8 


Midwest Board Forecast 


Estimates of carloadings for the third quarter of 1941, pre- 
pared by 26 commodity committees of the Mid-West Shippers’ 
Advisory Board, show increases in carloadings in the territory 
covered by the board of 11.6 per cent over the third quarter of 
1940. The estimates total 959,762 cars as compared with 859,986 
cars actually loaded last year. This contrasts with the prelim- 
inary estimate of 13.5 per cent given out at the meeting of the 
National Association of Shippers’ Advisory Boards last week (see 
Traffic World, June 21, p. 1578). 

Fresh fruits show the heaviest percentage estimated increase, 
132 per cent, with automobiles, trucks and parts second, 65 per 
cent, and, following in order, brick and clay products, 54 per 
cent; machinery and boilers, 42 per cent; fresh vegetables other 
than potatoes, 31 per cent; hay, straw and alfalfa, 28 per cent; 
agricultural implements, 25 per cent; ore and concentrates, 
20 per cent; sugar, syrup and molasses, 20 per cent, and lumber 
and forest products, 17 per cent. 

Reductions were predicted on potatoes, 25 per cent; grain, 
5 per cent; live stock, 5 per cent, and petroleum and products, 
3 per cent. Salt loadings were estimated to remain on the third 
quarter 1940 level. 

On the basis of the heaviest increase in the number of cars 
loaded, coal leads the list of estimates, with an increase of 31,856 
cars, or 15 per cent, over the 212,369 cars loaded in the third 
quarter of 1940. The increase in loadings of ore and concen- 
trates is estimated at 17,804, bringing the total for the third 
quarter of 1941 up to 106,900 cars, and on iron and steel, 11,471, 
or 15 per cent, bringing the third quarter of this year up to 
87,940 cars. 

The board will hold its summer meeting at the Schroeder 
Hotel, Milwaukee, Wis., July 10. The ability of the railroads to 
meet transportation demands of the national defense program 
and additional demands of commercial traffic, will be the main 
theme of the meeting. 





In addition to the commodity carloading committee reports, 
there will be a report from the railroad contact committee, by 
A. F. McSweeney, chairman, and from special committees on 
car service rules; chambers of commerce; complete unloading; 
legislation and the prevention of freight loss and damage. 
L. M. Betts, manager, closed car section, car service division, 
Association of American Railroads, will report on the national 
transportation situation, and W. D. Beck will report as district 
manager of the division. 

The business session will be held, beginning at 10:00 a. m. 
After it closes, there will be a luncheon at the plant of the 
Union Refrigerator Company, Milwaukee. 

The board’s executive committee will meet at the Hotel 
Schroeder on July 9, the evening before the general meeting. 


Alleged Rail Failure 


Representative McGranery, of Pennsylvania, a member of 
the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce, re- 
fused to comment this week on remarks attributed to him 
before the dinner meeting of the eighth annual convention of 
the Pennsylvania Motor Truck Association at Wernersville, 
Pa., June 19, to the effect that he was sure the railroad would 
fail to meet defense transportation requirements. He would 
not confirm or deny the following attributed to him: 


If the railroads fail, and I am sure they will fail, the trucking 
industry will be called upon to bear a much larger share of the de- 
fense transportation load. 

The shortage of railroad cars to transport the defense products 
of our factories is present right now. The railroads, admittedly, do 
not have the facilities to carry this tremendous load. 

Most informed persons at Washington feel that the trucks are a 
necessary part of the defense program, but they have not been called 
upon as yet to play nearly the part they will be asked to play, and 
everything must be done to make sure they will be ready to carry 
on for the nation’s defense when the time comes. . . 

No one knows the problems of the truckmen better than you do. 
You should present your plans for maximum efficiency in the defense 
emergency to governmental agencies, so these officials might be as well 
versed as you regarding the various phases of your important industry. 
Uncle Sam needs you now. 


Representative McGranery spoke extemporaneously. 

M. J. Gormley, executive assistant, Association of American 
Railroads, when asked to comment on the McGranery address 
as reported from Wernersville, said: 


“The statement that the railroads are going to fail to meet 
the defense transportation needs is not true. Neither is it true 
that the railroads now are failing to meet those needs. The 
statement that there is a shortage now of cars to transport de- 
fense products is not true in any respect.” 


Rail Car Wheel Prices 


Railroad car wheel builders are being asked to withdraw 
the substantial price increase they had proposed to put into effect 
July 1 and, instead, to meet on that date for discussions on the 
matter with representatives of the Office of Price Administration 
and Civilian Supply in Washington. 

The request was contained in a letter sent to sixteen car 
wheel manufacturers by Leon Henderson, OPACS Adminis- 
trator. 

Mr. Henderson’s letter in part follows: 


This office has been charged with the responsibility for taking 
all lawful steps to prevent the emergence of inflationary developments 
in our economy. I am sure that you agree that not only the defense 
program but also the long-run interests of industry itself require the 
success of this effort. In fulfilling its responsibilities, this office is 
desirous of operating to the greatest degree possible through volun- 
tary cooperation rather than by formal controls. We can continue 
this policy only so long as individual businesses are willing to as- 
sume the responsibility of maintaining price stability. 

A substantial increase in the price of car wheels, effective July 1, 
1941, has been announced by members of your industry. Because of 
the strategic importance of your industry to the defense effort, and 
in accordance with the policy and objective described above, I am 
requesting that this increase be withdrawn, that your customers be 
notified of such withdrawal and that you agree to consult with this 
office with respect to any price increase which may be contemplated in 
the future. : 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the week ended 
June 21 was 79,560 as compared with 79,581 in the preceding 
week, according to the car service division of the Association 
of American Railroads. It was made up as follows: Plain box, 
35,727; auto, 3,060; total box, 38,787; flat, 2,287; gondola, 11,842; 
hopper, 7,265; total coal, 19,107; all others, 19,379. Canadian 
roads reported a surplus of 75 auto box cars, the same as in 
the preceding week. 
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Railroad Wages 


Another report of the Railroad Retirement Board showing 
average compensation of railroad employes, based on retire- 
ment records, has been characterized by “Labor,” the organ 
of the railroad unions, as “powerful ammunition for the standard 
railroad labor organizations to use in their drive for rail wage 
raises.” 

A similar report was used by the railroad unions in their 
1938 fight—-which was successful—against a proposed 15 per 
cent reduction in pay. 

At the office of the retirement board it was stated that the 
new report had not been released to the “general press” as 
there was a limited edition, but that orders were filled on re- 
quest. Request for a copy was made following publication of 
“Labor’s” announcement about it. 

The report is dated May, 1941. The statistics therein are 
for 1939. 

The average compensation “per employe” for 1939, based 
on a count of employes of Class I railroads receiving from 
under $50 to $3,600 or more, is stated as $1,324. This is the 
figure “Labor” sets against the average of $1,886 claimed by the 
railroads based on I. C. C. statistics. The low average “played 
up” by “Labor,” as was the average of $1,115 used by railroad 
labor in the 1938 wage case, is obtained by including everybody 
who received anything for services which the railroads were 
required to report for railroad retirement purposes. The re- 
tirement board’s report, however, shows an average of $1,844 
for employes who were paid for twelve months. 


Use of the average wage figure of $1,115 in the 1938 wage 
case by railroad labor was subjected to such criticism that L. E. 
Keller, director of statistics and research of the Brotherhood 
of Maintenance of Way Employes, took the witness stand, after 
having appeared previously, to state that the average wage 
ranged between a low of $1,101 and $1,781, depending on the 
number of employes eliminated because of low earnings for 
brief periods of service (see Traffic World, Oct. 15, 1938, p. 755). 

“Like the similar report which the board published on rail- 
road pay in 1937,” says “Labor,” “this one explodes the inflated 
‘average pay’ figures which the carriers take out of the moth 
balls on all possible occasions, and will trot out again now that 
their employes are asking for wage increases.” 


Compensation by Service Periods 


The first table in the board’s report for 1939 shows the 
number of Class I rail employes classified by amount of credited 
compensation and number of months of service. It shows that 
1,376,266 persons had credited compensation for 1939, the aver- 
age compensation a person having been $1,324. By months of 


service the table shows: 862,153 persons received compensation | 


for twelve months of service, with average compensation a 
person of $1,844; 54,246 persons received compensation for 
eleven months of service, with average compensation a person 
of $1,266; 36,344 persons received compensation for ten months 
of service, with average compensation a person of $1,037; 
34,228 persons received compensation for nine months of 
service, with average compensation a person of $887; 28,96. 
persons received compensation for eight months of service, 
with average compensation a person of $713; 29,641 persons 
received compensation for seven months, with average com- 
pensation a person of $599; 30,647 persons received compensa- 
tion for six months, with average compensation a person of 
$484; 30,227 persons received compensation for five months, 
with average compensation a person of $369; 44,244 persons 
received compensation for four months, with average com- 
pensation a person of $297; 54,623 persons received compensa- 
tion for three months, with average compensation a person of 
$195; 68,562 persons received compensation for two months, 
with average compensation a person of $83; and 102,388 per- 
sons received compensation for one month, with average com- 
pensation a person of $23. : 


Compensation by “Dollar” Groups 


The retirement board does not credit compensation in ex- 
cess of $3,600 in a year in accordance with the law which it 
administers. Employes may receive more than that in pay but 
it is not credited for the purposes of the law. 

The table shows amount of credited compensation by 
“dollar” groups as follows: Under $50, 129,927 persons; $50 to 
$99, 44,127; $100 to $149, 31,023; $150 to $199, 27,313; $200 
to $299, 44,524; $300 to $399, 38,471; $400 to $499, 34,972; 
$500 to $599, 34,799; $600 to $699, 36,248; $700 to $799, 37,888; 
$800 to $899, 42,204; $900 to $999, 50,294; $1,000 to $1,099, 
48,737; $1,100 to $1,199, 43,926; $1,200 to $1,299, 42,717; $1,300 
to $1,399, 43,135; $1,400 to $1,499, 45,461; $1,500 to $1,599, 
51,642; $1,600 to $1,699, 53,353; $1,700 to $1,799, 53,700; $1,800 
to $1,899, 51,797; $1,900 to $1,999, 51,173; $2,000 to $2,199; 
87,076; $2,200 to $2,399, 64,996; $2,400 to $2,599, 51,574; $2,600 
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to $2,799, 35,726; $2,800 to $2,999, 27,397; $3,000 to $3,199, 
24,211; $3,200 to $3,399, 16,855; $3,400 to $3,599, 13,747, and 
$3,600, 17,253. 


Compensation by Classes 


The average compensation in 1939 of employes in the 
executive professional and supervisory group was 2,753, accord- 
ing to the compilation. Of this group of 76,594 persons, 70,. 
received compensation for twelve months, and the average com- 
pensation a person was $2,883. 

There were 43,982 gang foremen with average compensation 
a person of $1,786. The average compensation a person for 
39,295 such employes who received compensation for twelve 
months was $1,878. 

The average compensation a person for 117,880 in the 
clerical group was $1,644, and for 101,924 who received com- 
pensation for twelve months it was $1,802. Similar data for 
other groups follows: 

Maintenance of way and structures (skilled), 30,625 em- 
ployes, average compensation a person, $1,489; twelve months, 
21,596, average compensation a person, $1,770. 

Extra gang men, 97,282 employes, average compensation a 
person, $259; twelve months, 8,912, average compensation a 
person, $939. 

Maintenance of way laborers, other than extra gang, 197,453 
employes, average compensation a person, $482; twelve months, 
75,678, average compensation a person, $908 

Maintenance of equipment, skilled, 145,262 employes, aver- 
age compensation a person, $1,688; twelve months, 110,382, 
average compensation a person, $1,931. 

Maintenance of equipment, unskilled, 78,697 employes, 
average compensation a person, $823; twelve months, 45,868, 
average compensation a person, $1,144. 

Helpers and apprentices, 102,504 employes, average com- 
pensation a person, $1,105; twelve months, 64,273, average 
compensation a person, $1,404. 

Station agents and telegraphers, 47,838 employes, average 
compensation a person, $1,728; twelve months, 40,604, average 
compensation a person, $1,895. 

Station and platform laborers, 74,233 employes, average 
compensation a person, $645; twelve months, 34,384, average 
compensation a person, $1,164. 

Train and engine service: engineers and conductors, 86,970 
employes, average compensation a person, $2,664; twelve 
months, 75,361, average compensation a person, $2,826. 

Train and engine service: firemen, brakemen, switchmen, 
and hostlers, 177,310 employes, average compensation a person, 
$1,734; twelve months, 118,228, average compensation a person, 
$2,206. 

The report includes tables for other groups of employes. 
It also includes tables showing employes by age and number of 
months of service, 1939. Of the total of 1,376,266 employes of 
Class I railroads who received compensation in 1939, 20,9 
were under 20, 129,280 were 20 to 24; 125,287 were 25 to 29; 
137,520 were 30 to 34; 166,665 were 35 to 39; 177,677 were 40 
to 44; 179,961 were 45 to 49; 167,561 were 50 to 54; 132,748 were 
55 to 59; 85,498 were 60 to 64; 33,361 were 65 to 69; 6,724 were 
70 and over and ages of 13,047 were unknown. 


Wage Boost Arguments 


“Railroad wages are not high and they have not kept pace 
with those paid in similar industries,” says D. B. Robertson, 
president, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, 
in an article in the July number of that organization’s magazine. 
“The public, in many instances, is not fully aware of the 
patience of railroad labor since transportation workers have 
not as yet been given an opportunity to participate in the im- 
proved condition of their own industry as in the case of other 
workers.” He quotes figures to show that the average hourly 
rate of pay for all rail workers is 75.1 cents as compared with 
rates ranging from 81.8 cents in the machine and machine tools 
industry to 109.7 cents in the automobile tire industry. 

Along with the increases in railroad earnings, he says, there 
has been a “pernicious and cumulative rise in the prices of living 
essentials,” so that railroad labor is being “crushed between 
rising prices and inadequate wages.” 

Rail income and profits “are soaring,” he says, although it 
is to be expected that their managers will ‘dust off” the “old 
stock arguments” about the “sad plight of the railroads” to 
forestall wage increases, and will hide “behind a smoke screen 
of sympathy-garnering arguments the age old chronic ills of a 
financially mismanaged industry.” 

It is unfair, he says, for the railroads to withhold necessary 
wage increases so that they “may trundle off to market and buy 
themselves new box cars and other equipment” on the plea of 
national defense. We have a “self-respecting government” that 
“pays for what it gets,” he adds, and that government “is quite 
willing to pay, and does pay the cost of extra equipment re- 
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quired by reason of national defense demands.” It would not 
“expect railroad labor to continue along at inadequate wages 
so that it could donate towards the purchase of additional equip- 
ment,” he says. 

“With carloadings promising to reach an all-time high by 
the end of the year, rail earnings are skyrocketing and will in 
all probability exceed the billion dollar mark,” he concludes. 
“Labor has sacrificed enough. It has lost jobs and gone on part 
time without end—all in its efforts to cooperate and help the 
roads. The time has come for a definite reappraisement of 
labor’s rights and interest in the picture. It is a question of 
social justice and wise economics. It is a question of human 
happiness, contentment and an honest return for labor.” 


Wage Negotiation Committees 


Except for one member still to be appointed by the western 
railroads, the personnel of the committees to which will be 
entrusted negotiations of rail union wage demands was com- 
pleted this week. The western committee, as originally an- 
nounced (see Traffic World, June 7, p. 1436), was changed 
somewhat, it being pointed out that its original make-up had 
been planned with special negotiations of demands for extra 
men on diesel locomotives and changes in bases of enginemen’s 
pay in mind. For that reason, H. J. Hoglund, assistant to the 
executive vice-president, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy; J. G. 
Torian, manager of personnel, Southern Pacific, and the third 
man yet to be named, were substituted for E. B. Hall, chief 
mechanical officer, Chicago and North Western; H. H. Urbach, 
mechanical assistant to the executive vice-president, Chicago, 
Burlington and Quincy, and A. D. Williams, superintendent of 
motive power, Southern Pacific. The duties of the committee 
were enlarged to cover the negotiations in the non-operating 
wage demands in addition to those in the brotherhood demands, 
as originally announced. F. G. Gurley, vice-president, Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe, remains as chairman of the committee. 

The personnel of the committees for the eastern railroads 
and the southeastern railroads is, respectively, as follows: 


Eastern: Chairman, R. W. Brown, vice-president, operations and 
maintenance, Central of New Jersey; H. D. Barber, vice-president, Erie 
Railroad; H. A. Enochs, chief of personnel, Pennsylvania Railroad; 
J. W. Smith, vice-president and general manager, Boston and Maine; 
J. G. Walber, vice-president, personnel, New York Central. 

Southeastern: Chairman, J. B. Parrish, assistant vice-president, 
Chesapeake and Ohio; G. H. Dugan, assistant to the vice-president, 
Southern Railway; L. L. Morton, assistant general manager, Louisville 
and Nashville; T. W. Parsons, assistant general manager, Seaboard 


Railway; V. J. Thompson, assistant vice-president, Gulf, Mobile and 
Ohio. 


Although, technically, each of these committees is em- 
powered to negotiate only for the railroads in its territory, the 
practice in the past has been for the committees to hold meet- 
ings with labor representatives and discussions among them- 
selves in common. For this purpose, ordinarily, the three 
bodies are merged into one selecting, for procedural purposes, a 
common chairman. It was considered probable that that prac- 
tice would be followed in the impending negotiations, although 
no definite information was available at the time of writing. 


RAIL VACATIONS WITH PAY 


The National Mediation Board, according to Chairman 
Cook, still has under consideration the dispute arising from the 
demand of the fourteen non-operating railroad brotherhoods 
for vacations with pay. In railroad labor circles it was indicated 
there probably would be nothing more doing with respect to 
that demand for the time being because the unions would cen- 
ter their efforts on the wage increase demands. The board asked 
the parties to the dispute to arbitrate. No information could 
be obtained at the board as to the outcome of that request. 
Labor spokesmen, however, said that counter-demands of the 
railroads for revision of working rules “demonstrated lack of 
the good faith necessary for the successful arbitration of the 
vacation problem.” The counter-demands were made after 
the railroad unions announced their wage increase demands. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Labor Relations Board has announced the 
certification of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen as the sole 
bargaining agent of the locomotive engineers, firemen, hostlers, 
conductors, and brakemen in the employ of John A. Roebling 
Sons Company, Trenton and Roebling, N. J. : 

The National Mediation Board has made the followin 
certifications as to representation of employes: National Organ- 
ization of Masters, Mates and Pilots of America to represent 
the master-pilot, coal passer, carpenter, carpenter helper and 
deck hands working in the car ferry of the Natchez, and Louisi- 
ana Railway Transfer Co.; Sheet Metal Workers International 
Association to represent sheet metal workers of the Maine 
Central; United Transport Service Employes of America to 
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represent ushers (red caps) of the Portland (Me.) Terminal 
Co., and American Railway Supervisors’ Association, Inc., to 
represent mechanical department foremen or supervisors of 
mechanics of the Western Pacific. 


RAIL LABOR BOARD BILL 


Senator Smith, of South Carolina, has introduced S. 1660, 
a revision of S. 4375, introduced in the Seventy-Sixth Congress 
providing for the revision of the railroad board adjustment part 
of the railway labor act as proposed by the American Short 
Line Railroad Association. 


REFEREE BIAS IN RAIL DISPUTES 


The National Mediation Board has issued its opinion in 
the proceeding in which it recently rejected protests of carrier 
members of the National Railroad Adjustment Board against 
Paul W. Richards serving as a referee in deadlocked board cases 
(see Traffic World, May 3, p. 1129). The carrier members 
alleged that Richards, formerly a Supreme Court judge of 
Iowa, was not neutral and was biased. The board, in its 
opinion, agreed that referees should be neutral but ‘‘once a 
referee is selected he cannot be disqualified unless ineligibility 
for personal interest or bias is shown.” The board said it had 
conscientiously sought to choose as referees individuals whom 
both sides of the controversy would regard as satisfactory but 
that its experience “has been that a number of the persons 
selected have subsequently been criticized as biased and unfair 
by the parties against whom the decisions ran.” It said no 
specific facts, incidents or circumstances evincing lack of neu- 
trality or the presence of bias and partiality had been asserted 
by protestants which, if proved to be true, would disqualify 
Mr. Richards from a proper discharge of his duties as a neutral 
person sitting as a referee. 


Rail Labor Relations Bill 


Presented as a measure having “the backing of labor 
itself,” a bill imposing regulations on labor unions has been 
introduced in the House by Representatives Boren and Disney, 
of Oklahoma, at the request of the “railroad yardmasters 
union.” Each congressman introduced the bill, the Boren bill 
being H. R. 5148, and the Disney bill, H. R. 5149. The bill would 
amend the national labor relations act and applies to labor 
organizations subject to that act. 

Representative Boren said the bill was designed to do five 
things: 


First. Prohibit any and all aliens from holding office in labor 
unions. 
Second. Making it mandatory that all labor leaders shall have 


actively engaged in the occupation represented for a period of 3 
years or more before being eligible to hold office. 
Third. All officers of labor unions must be adequately bonded. 
Fourth. That a financial statement must be submitted yearly by 
all labor unions. 


Fifth. A 60-day period be allowed in jurisdictional disputes for 
cooling off, during which time there would be no stoppage of production. 


“The railroad yardmasters union is sponsoring this bill 
and is anxious to lead the fight for its passage,” said Mr. 
Boren. “Thus the bill has the backing of labor itself. The rail- 
road brotherhoods are well known to American labor and to 
the American public as substantial, patriotic and straight-think- 
ing union labor.” 

However, when inquiry was made at the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association in Washington it was pointed out that 
that association, representing twenty of the so-called “stand- 
ard” railroad labor organizations, and the twenty-first, the 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, were not identified with 
the yardmasters’ organization. The yardmasters, it was pointed 
out, were classified as subordinate officials. What stand the 
“standard” railroad unions and brotherhoods would take on 
the bill would have to be determined, it was said, though it 
was indicated there would be objection to some of the provisions 
as outlined. 


RAIL UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 


The Railroad Retirement Board has announced the intro- 
duction of a new benefit year under the railroad unemployment 
insurance act. It begins for all employes with the first registra- 
tion period starting on or after July 1, 1941, and ends on June 
30, 1942. In order to qualify for benefits in the new benefit 
year, the board said, an employe must have earned at least 
$150 in covered employment during the calendar year 1940. 

Any registration period beginning before July 1, 1941, even 
though it may end as late as July 13, is considered to be within 
the benefit year ending on June 30, 1941, says the board, add- 
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ing that benefits for a period which overlaps in this way will 
be based on 1939 rather than 1940 compensation. 

In announcing the new benefit year, the board set forth 
the manner in which benefits would be computed and paid, and 
the procedure qualified employes should follow in making 
claims for unemployment insurance benefits. 





COAL AND TRANSPORT NEEDS 


The Office of Production Management has made public a 
resolution urging all coal consumers from large industrial 
users to small home owners to buy their necessary stock of 
coal at the present time. 

“Moving coal during the summer months will relieve the 
peak of coal shipments in the late summer and early fall months 
when transportation will be strained by the tremendously in- 
creased load of defense production that must be moved along 
the nation’s railways, waterways and highways,” it said. 

“Other agencies cooperating in this appeal to the public 
to accumulate stocks of coal now are the Office of Price Ad- 
minisration and Civilian Supply, the Bituminous Coal Commis- 
sion, and the U. S. Bituminous Coal Consumers Counsel.” 


Status of Mr. Budd 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Discussion of the status of Ralph Budd as transportation 
commissioner in the national defense setup in Washington fea- 
tured testimony before the House appropriations committee on 
a budget request for a 1942 fiscal year appropriation of $95,481 
for the division of transportation of the Office for Emergency 
Management in which Mr. Budd is now housed. 

Wayne Coy, liaison officer of the Office for Emergency 
Management, explained that Mr. Budd continued to function 
“solely as a member of the advisory commission.” 

“However,” he continued, “it seems quite probable that 
that division will soon begin to operate as a unit within the 
Office for Emergency Management rather than as a part of the 
advisory commission.” 

“Do you propose to take Mr. Budd into your organiza- 
tion?” asked Representative Johnson, of West Virginia. 

“There is under consideration a proposition to establish in 
the Office for Emergency Management the functions of the 
transportation office of the advisory commission,” said Mr. Coy. 

“That will be Mr. Budd?” 

“I could not answer you about that,” said Mr. Coy. “That 
has been the practice. All of those functions previously with the 
advisory commission have now been established in the Office 
for Emergency Management with that exception.’ 

Representative Johnson, of West Virginia, said he understood 
that on Mr. Budd’s line there was a strike in the coal region. 
Mr. Coy did not know about that. 

Representative Johnson then made the following statement: 


The Burlington Railroad owns the Valeria Coal Mines, and when 
that strike took place, I understand that the Burlington Railroad had 
8 days’ supply of coal stored, and that before the strike was over, 
Mr. Budd had to appeal to Mr. Lewis to get some dispensation so he 
might open up the coal mine to supply the Burlington Railroad with 
coal. That dispensation was granted. I also understand from very 
high authority that there is going to be a shortage of cars on all of 
the railroads, including the Burlington. I understand that they are 
making arrangements to store their coal now when they can get both 
coal and cars, and that the railroads will be called on under the law 
to supply coal cars that are available, when they have that shortage 
of cars, in order to get their supplies of coal. I am asking that ques- 
tion for the benefit of all of you. I may be wrong in my assertion, 
but it seems to me if you put a man like Mr. Budd at the head of 
the transportation division, when he did not have foresight enough to 
have more than 8 days’ supply of coal for his railroad, and when 
he had to go to Mr. Lewis to get special dispensation, you had better 
look into his qualifications. 


“I will say this generally about qualifications to serve in 
the national defense, that if a person is not able to serve in 
the national interest, such a person has no business in the 
organization,” said Mr. Coy. 

“That information came to me from very high authority,” 
said Mr. Johnson. 

Later, Karl W. Fischer, deputy transportation commissioner, 
discussed the Johnson statement. He said the Burlington, like 
other railroads, had captive mines that operated entirely for 
producing fuel for their own properties, and that was particu- 
larly true in the case of the mine in southern Illinois to which 
Mr. Johnson referred. He said when work stopped in the 
bituminous mines the Burlington had approximately 45 days’ 
supply, or what was assumed to be the requirements of traffic 
as it was going just prior to the cessation of operations. There 
was approximately eight days’ supply, he thought, at the time 
operations were resumed. He was confident that Mr. Budd did 
not, either himself or delegate anybody else (to) make any 
separate deal with Mr. Lewis or anybody else in United Mine 
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Workers to get any preferential rating for the railroad he just 
happened to be president of. He knew there was no special 
effort made to get the southern Illinois mines started before a)! 
the other mines started to work. 

Mr. Johnson pursued a line of questioning to the effect thai 
railroads were not interested now in building up their own 
coal supplies. Mr. Fischer said he did not know that that was 
true. He was sure the railroads, as a matter of self-preservation, 
would stock pile coal for their needs. Later, Mr. Fischer sub- 
mitted a memorandum to Chairman Woodrum of the committee, 
pointing out, among other things, that Mr. Budd was on record 
in favoring railroads storing as much coal as possible in the 
summer months, and that the advisory commission had adopted 
a resolution on recommendation of Mr. Budd urging railroads 
and other industries to order and store as much coal as prac- 
ticable before October 1. He said he understood that the large 
operators, including the railroads, had already started their 
program of contracting and stock piling coal. 


Railroad Advertising Bill 


Class I railroads spent $11,704,335 on advertising in 1940, 
according to reports filed with the Commission. Comparative 
figures for 1939, 1938 and 1937 were $12,083,783, $9,752,671 and 
$11,521,531, respectively. Most of the money was spent for pas- 
senger advertising. In a statement sent to railroads comment- 
ing on the figures, Robert S. Henry, assistant to the president, 
Association of American Railroads, said: 


The 1940 figure thus represents a decrease of $379,448 or 3.1 per 
cent under the preceding year; an increase of $1,951,664, or 20.0 per 
cent, over 1938; and an increase of $182,804, or 1.6 per cent, over 1937, 

In 1940, the railroads spent $2.72 for advertising out of each $1,000 
of gross operating revenues; in 1939, they spent $3.02; in 1938, they 
spent $2.74; and in 1937, they spent $2.77. 

The decrease in 1940 expenditures, as compared with those in 
1939, is accounted for by the decrease of $362,154 (6.7 per cent) in 
expenditures for literature and other advertising and $85,905 (1.9 per 
cent) for newspaper advertising.. Magazine advertising increased $58,435 
(4.9 per cent) and radio advertising increased $13,575 (5.2 per cent). 

Of the 1940 total expenditures, newspapers received 38.5 per cent; 
magazines received 10.7 per cent; and radio received 2.3 per cent. The 
comparable figures for 1939 were 38.0 per cent for newspapers; 9.9 
per cent for magazines; and 2.1 per cent for radio. 

Of the total amount spent for space in newspapers and magazines 
and radio time and talent in 1940, the newspapers receive 74.7 per 
cent; magazines 20.7 per cent; and radio 4.6 per cent. The comparable 
figures for 1939 were 76.0 per cent for newspapers; 19.7 per cent for 
magazines; and 4.3 per cent for radio. 


A compilation made by the A. A. R. showed the 1940 dollar 
distribution of the advertising expenditures by media and for 
salaries as follows: Magazine, $1,250,268; newspaper, $4,504,- 
777; radio, $274,692; calendars and other advertising media, 
$5,078,434; and advertising department salary expense, $596,164. 

Of the $11,704,335 spent in 1940, $1,011,301 was for freight 
advertising, $10,661,648 for passenger advertising, and $31,386 
for water line advertising. 


MOVING OF THE COMMISSION 


Representative Sabath, of Illinois, chairman of the House 
rules committee, has introduced H. J. Res. 198 proposing the 
creation of a committee to investigate the feasibility of trans- 
ferring certain bureaus and agencies of the government from 
the District of Columbia. 

The resolution refers to the congestion in Washington due 
to the employment of persons in connection with the defense 
program and says that Chicago “is the railroad center of the 
United States, centrally located and accessible from and to all 
sections of the country, and has available modern office build- 
ings ready for immediate occupancy and obtainable at reason- 
able rentals as well as suitable and adequate housing accom- 
modations to provide for any increase in numbers of govern- 
ment employes, with lowered living costs to them.” 

The committee would be composed of nine members— 
three members each of the Senate and House and the Director 
of the Bureau of the Budget, the Coordinator of Defense Hous- 
ing and the Commissioner of Public Buildings. 


PROPOSED LEGISLATION 


Representative Nichols, of Oklahoma, has introduced the 
following bills: 

H. R. 5116, authorizing the advanced training in aeronautics 
of technical personnel of the Civil Aeronautics Administration. 

H. R. 5117, to promote safety in the development of alr 
commerce by regulating the lighting of airports and other land- 
ing areas. 

H. R. 5119, to provide for the training of air-traffic control- 
tower operators. 

Representative Peterson, of Florida, has introduced H. R. 
5147, to amend the railroad retirement act of 1937 with re- 
spect to its provisions as to how annuities shall be paid. 
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Coordinator of Transportation 


Chairman Eastman of the Commission said June 25 that he 
did not know anything about a report to the effect that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt was considering his appointment as Emergency 
Coordinator of Transportation. The report was regarded as a 
revival of the idea that the President thought there should be 
such an official at a time of emergency such as this, especially 
if Ralph Budd acted on the thought regarded as being held by 
him that he should return to his railroad duties. 

The chairman said he had hitherto discouraged the idea 
of his taking such a post in the event of the President’s creat- 
ing it, the Eastman thought being that, if there was to be such 
an official, he should know more about operation of transpor- 
tation agencies than he (Eastman) did. 

The report about the President carried an appendix to 
the effect that labor union leaders who had heard of the idea 
had indicated that they did not regard Eastman as the man 
for the job. That thought was based on the idea that the labor 
union men thought Mr. Eastman too critical of their attitude 


_in insisting on the Commission’s taking steps for the saving of 


jobs for members of the unions in abandonment cases. The 
day the report about the possibility of the appointment of an 
emergency coordinator was circulated Chairman Eastman, in 
a Missouri Pacific abandonment case, raised a question as to 
whether a five-man crew was necessary for a freight train on 
a branch line. That was in connection with suggestions about 
branch lines being kept in operation through the elimination 
of unnecessary expenses and other economies. 

Among the men dealing with railroads through the Com- 
mission, the necessity for a coordinator was not acknowledged. 
It was pointed out that there was really no need for the Presi- 
dent to have a man at his elbow to tell him to ask the Com- 
mission to issue preference or priority orders because the op- 
erating officers of railroads would know of the need for such 
orders sooner than anybody else and they were not so back- 
ward that they would fail to call the attention of the Presi- 
dent or the Commission to the fact. The preference or priority 
part of the interstate commerce act is in section 1 (15). It says: 


In time of war or threatened war the President may certify to 
the Commission that it is essential to the national defense and security 
that certain traffic shall have preference or priority in transportation, 
and the Commission shall, under the power herein conferred, direct 
that such preference or priority be afforded. 


Section 6 (8) also says, “that in time of war or threatened 
war preference and precedence shall, upon demand of the 
President of the United States, be given over all other traffic 
for the transportation of troops and material of war, and car- 
riers shall adopt every means within their control to facilitate 
and expedite the military traffic.” 

It was suggested that, perhaps, a coordinator could make 
such investigations as would enable him to suggest to railroad 
executives that they had not ordered enough cars and engines 
in view of the prospective traffic, although the information as 
to the need, it was suggested, would come to the railroad 
executives before it could reach the coordinator. 


RAILWAY OPERATING BATTALION 

The 711th Engineer Battalion (railway operating), is being 
formed at Fort Belvoir, Va., after the completion of basic train- 
ing of 500 trainees for the unit at the Engineer Replacement 
Training Center, says the War Department. The unit will be 
trained in the Fort Belvoir area until transfer to the permanent 
station at Camp Claiborne, La., about August 1. The unit will 
not be brought to full strength of approximately 20 officers .and 
750 enlisted men until it is moved to the Louisiana training 
area. The new battalion will test all varieties of wartime rail- 
way operations, and approximately 80 miles of railroad will be 
purchased or built in Louisiana for the use of the organization. 


RAIL PASSENGER STATISTICS 


Passenger revenues of Class I steam railways, exclusive 
of switching and terminal companies, for March, amounted to 
$17,223,566, in coaches, and $19,222,390, in parlor and sleeping 
cars, as compared with $15,044,375 and $14,753,100, respectively, 
for the same month last year, according to a Commission com- 
pilation of passenger traffic statistics of those roads, other 
than commutation, statement M-250. 

Revenue passengers carried by the roads in March totaled 
17,156,634, in coaches, and 2,246,540, in parlor and sleeping 
cars, as compared with 14,743,641 and 1,699,805, respectively, 
in the same month last year. 

For the three months ended with March this year the roads 
had passenger revenues of $52,034,924, in coaches, and $54,298,- 
160, in parlor and sleeping cars, and carried 49,806,299 revenue 
passengers in coaches and 6,332,523 revenue passengers in par- 
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lor and sleeping cars, as compared with $45,723,744, $44,986,943, 
42,971,549, and 5,234,832, respectively, for the corresponding 
period last year. 


Forwarder Regulation 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Lack of agreement among members of the freight forward- 
ing subcommittee of the House interstate commerce committee 
was indicated June ‘27 as the result of introduction of H. R. 
5178, by Representative Bulwinkle of North Carolina, and of 
H. R. 5179, by Representative Wolverton of New Jersey, pro- 
viding for regulation of forwarders. The congressmen pro- 
posed to offer these bills, which were identical, as substitutes 
for a bill the majority of the subcommittee may report. The 
Bulwinkle-Wolverton bill, among other things, provides for 
proportional rates. 


Truck Transport Committee 


Formation of a Central Motor Truck Transportation Com- 
mittee with sixteen regional committees to advise on motor 
truck transportation problems was announced June 25 by 
Ralph Budd, Transportation Commissioner of the Office for 
Emergency Management, with John L. Rogers, a member of the 
Commission, as chairman and H. H. Kelley, safety chief of the 
Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, as executive secretary. 

Appointment of Commissioner Rogers does not mean his 
retirement from the Commission. He and Mr. Kelley will re- 
main in the offices they now hold in the Commission. The day 
the announcement was made Mr. Kelley moved from the sec- 
tion of safety to an office adjoining that of Commissioner 
Rogers and began his duties as executive secretary. 

Creation of the central committee concentrates in the 
Commission building the individuals who will constitute the 
contact points between the government and the motor carrier 
industry. But the contact point will not be composed whollv 
of Commission men, although there will be sixteen regional 
committees, the chairman of which will be the sixteen district 
managers of the Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers. 

At the time the announcement was made it was understood 
that seven or eight men would be appointed to serve with Com- 
missioner Rogers on the central committee. Among those ex- 
pected to be appointed were Ted V. Rodgers, president of the 
American Trucking Associations, Inc., and Thomas MacDon- 
ald, United States Commissioner of Public Roads. 

The sixteen regional committees, each headed by the Com- 
mission’s district director, will have their headquarters in the 
offices of the district directors. Members of the regional com- 
mittees, to be announced soon, said the Budd announcement, 
would represent the various kinds of truck operations, including 
common carriers, contract carriers and private owners. Public 
members of the committees, for which provision is made, 
according to. announcement will include one each from the 
Highway Traffic Advisory Committee to the War Department 
and one from the Office of Civilian Defense. 

Anything pertaining to truck transportation that seems to 
need the attention of the central or regional committee, it is 
understood, will come within the scope of the new organiza- 
tion, unless it needs the attention of the Commission as the 
body regulating motor transportation. 

“One of the immediate problems facing the committees,” 
Mr. Budd asserted, “is that of priority in motor truck produc- 
tion. A survey of the industry is now in progress. The data 
about trucks and truck operators, when obtained, will be 
passed upon initially by the regional committees, to ascertain 
whether a shortage of trucks exists.” 

Following are the chairmen of the 16 regional committees: 
Ray G. Atherton, Little Rock, Ark.; Richard T. Eddy, San 
Francisco, Cal.; Dan F. Harris. Jr., Denver, Colo.; Wm. Addams, 
Atlanta, Ga.; Frank Purse, Chicago. Ill.; George R. Nuzum, 
Boston, Mass.; Wm. R. Hustleby, Minneapolis, Minn.; James 
F. Miller, Kansas City, Mo.; R. K. Hagerty, New York, N. Y.: 
T. J. Reynolds, Charlotte, N. C.; Roy N. Snetzer, Columbus, 
O.; Frank Landsburg, Portland, Ore.; H. R. Stickel, Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Ward Faulkner, Nashville, Tenn.; T. L. Childs, 
Fort Worth, Tex.; Bert L. Penn, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

The problem of providing for a contact organization such 
as this committee, it is understood, was taken up by leaders 
in the industry as soon as it was suggested that the OPM 
desired something of the sort and was thinking of acting on 
its own initiative. The industry, it is understood, is responsible 
for the idea that it should be built around the Commission 
motor truck organization which is under the administrative 
control of division 5, of which Commissioner Rogers, who 
stands high with the trucking industry, is a member. 

Mr. Budd June 26 announced the appointment of Roads 















































1646 


Commissioner MacDonald, President Rodgers of the A. T. A., 
and Frederick C. Horner, as additional members. Mr. Rodgers 
was named as consultant on organized trucking and Mr. Horner 
as consultant on private trucking. : - 

Six other members would be added to the committee, said 
Mr. Budd. They would be a representative of the Office of 
Civilian Defense, a representative of the National Grange, two 
representatives of for-hire truck operators, and two representa- 
tives of private truck operators. 

Functions and duties of the central committee were out- 
lined as follows by Mr. Budd: 


1. With such advice and assistance as it may require from other 
departments and agencies of the federal government, and subject to 
the general direction of the Transportation Commissioner, the Central 
Motor Truck Transportation Committee shall: 

(a) Formulate and execute plans for the efficient and economical 
use of highways and motor vehicles in the transportation of property. 

(b) Cooperate with government agencies and those furnishing or 
using transportation facilities in promoting the national defense and 
to assure sufficiency of motor truck equipment to meet the needs of 
national security. 

(c) Perform such other duties and functions as the Transporta- 
tion Commissioner may from time to time assign it. 

2. To facilitate the performance of its duties, the Central Com- 
mittee shall have authority to establish such sub-committees as it shall 
from time to time deems necessary. Each of these sub-committees 
shall function under the supervision and direction of the Central Motor 
Truck Transportation Committee. 


Truck Freight Loading 


The volume of revenue freight transported by motor truck 
in May climbed 3 per cent over April to reach an all-time peak, 
according to revised reports compiled by the American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., for May truck freight loading. Previously 
the association had announced an increase of 2 per cent. The 
revision was made because it received reports from 36 addi- 
tional carriers after it had completed its original compilation. 

Two hundred and thirty carriers, operating in 40 states, 
reported that they transported 1,857,312 tons in May as against 
1,804,176 tons in April, and 1,355,816 in May, 1940. The loading 
in May was 36.9 per cent over May, 1940. The A. T. A. index 
figure, computed on the basis of the average monthly tonnage 
of the reporting carriers for the three-year period 1938-1940 
as representing 100, stood at 156.59 for May. The index figure 
for April was 143.24. 

Slightly more than 79 per cent of all the freight trans- 
ported in the month was reported by carriers of general freight. 
The volume in this category increased 1.7 per cent over April, 
and 38.8 per cent over May of the previous year. 

Transporters of petroleum products, accounting for almost 
8 per cent of the total tonnage reported, showed a very slight 
increase of 0.5 per cent in May, as compared with April, and an 
increase of 9.6 per cent over May, 1940. 

Movement of new automobiles and trucks, constituting 
almost 6 per cent of the total tonnage, increased 25.9 per cent 
over April and 47 per cent over May, 1940. 

Haulers of iron and steel products reported about 3 per 
cent of the total tonnage. The volume of these commodities 
showed a decrease of 4.1 per cent under April, but increased 
67.9 per cent over May of last year. 

A little less than 4 per cent of the total tonnage reporte? 
was miscellaneous commodities, including tobacco, milk, textile 
products, building materials, coal, cement and household goods. 
Tonnage in this class increased 10.6 per cent over April and 33 
per cent over the volume hauled in May, 1940. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 989, Sub. No. 1, R. E. Blickenstaff, dba Ideal Truck 
Line, extension—Wheeler to Goodland, as of June 2; MC 1440, 
Sub. No. 2, York Motor Express Co., extension, Indiantown Gap 
Military reservation, as of June 2; MC 3605, Sub. No. 3, 
Greensboro-Fayetteville Bus Line, Inc., extension of operations 
—Fort Bragg, N. C., as of June 2; MC 7075, Sub. No. 1, 
Nemasket Transportation Co., Inc., extension of operations— 
Massachusetts and Rhode Island, as of May 19; MC 8126, Sub. 
No. 2, Dixon S. Hall, extension of operations—packinghouse 
products, as of May 29; MC 12222, James Calder, dba Calder’s 
Van Lines, broker application, as of June 3; MC 13810, Sub. 
No. 1, Alfred Siefert, Sr., and Alfred Siefert, Jr., dba Siefert 
Trucking Co., extension of operations, as of June 3; MC 14133, 
Consolidated Van & Storage Companies, Inc., common carrier 
application, as of May 22; MC 14133, Consolidated Van & Stor- 
age Companies, Inc., extension of operations, as of May 22; 
MC 22611, Allen T. Roberts, common carrier application, as of 
June 5; MC 29521, Sub. No. 14, Washington Motor Coach Co., 
Inc., extension of operations, Hood Canal Sightseeing Tour, 
as of May 19; MC 31454, Sub. No. 1, Joseph F. Peck and Clara 
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Peck, dba Slater & Sampson Transfer Lines, common carrier 
application, as of May 28; MC 33570, Sub. No. 3, Super Service 
Motor Freight Co., Camp Forrest extension, as of June 2; MC 
35846, Sub. No. 5, H. H. Lawler, dba Alamo Freight Lines, ex- 
tension Chapman ranch, as of May 31; MC 37157, Sub. No. 1, 
Louis A. Thievon, contract carrier application, as of April 11; 
MC 50655, Sub. No. 8, Gulf Transport Co., Columbus ex- 
tension, as of June 2; MC 55345, Sub. No. 6, Consolidated Bus 
Lines, Inc., extension—Camp Forrest, Tenn., as of June 2; MC 
59917, Sub. No. 1, Ben Coleman, dba Coleman Trucking Co., ex- 
tension of operations—South Carolina points, as of May 29; MC 
66562, Sub. No. 242, Railway Express Agency, Inc., extension 
Oil City to Titusville, Pa., as of June 5; MC 66562, Sub. No. 342, 
Railway Express Agency, Inc., Natchez extension, as of May 29; 
MC 78631, Sub. No. 4, Hoover Truck Co., Inc., Knoxville ex- 
tension, as of May 31; MC 93839, Sub. No. 2, Jack Hughes 
Beck, extension of operations, as of May 28; MC 94118, Sub. 
No. 3, S. G. Olberding, dba Vess Transfer, extension, Indiana, 
as of May 29; MC 95826, Sub. No. 1, John Homa, Jr., dba Homa 
Bros., common carrier application, as of May 29; MC 96127, 
Lillian Rodes, dba Hellas Coal Co., common carrier application, 
as of May 19; MC 96391, Roy B. Stewart, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 31; MC 100140, Sub. No. 1, Robert Henry 
Miller, common carrier application, as of June 5; MC 101383, 
Irving H. Mullen, contract carrier application, as of May 22; 
MC 101390, John H. Saylors, common carrier application, as of 
May 29; MC 101519, H. A. Gump, contract carrier application, 
as of May 29; MC 101610, J. W. Moore and H. C. Hensley, dba 
Consolidated Truck Line Terminal, common carrier application, 
as of May 29; MC 101719, Archie W. Kennedy, dba Merchants 
Parcel Delivery, common carrier application, as of May 22; MC 
101779, George Miller, common carrier application, as of May 
29; MC 101804, Amelio Cioffi, contract carrier application, as of 
May 29; MC 101918, Ernest Gardner, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 22; MC 101983, Louis Valente, common carrier 
application, as of May 21; MC 102003, Joseph W. Morris, dba 
Joseph W. Morris Transfer, common carrier application, as of 
May 21; MC 102014, Bernard Holmes and Tignal Holmes, dba 
Holmes Coal & Transfer Co., common carrier application, as of 
May 31; MC 102083, Frank M. Casuscelli, dba Frank’s Express, 
contract carrier application, as of May 21; MC 102135, Albert 
Grantham, common carrier application, as of May 22; MC 
102138, Refiners Transport, Inc., contract carrier application, as 
of May 21; MC 102147, Earl Ray, common carrier application, 
as of May 21; MC 102158, Elsie E. Anderson and L. B. Magart, 
dba Farm to Market Service, common carrier application, as of 
May 28; MC 102180, J. E. Richmond, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 16; MC 102227, Hillard Woodruff, contract 
carrier application, as of May 21; MC 102283, Emil Zueck and 
John Zueck, dba Zueck Transportation Co., common carrier 
application, as of May 22; MC 102315, Smith Ice & Bottling 
Works, common carrier application, as of May 21; MC 102319, 
George Milligan, Jr., common carrier application, as of May 31. 


TRUCKS OPPOSE RAIL SERVICE 

Motor carriers in Mississippi, Tennessee, Alabama and 
Arkansas in a brief in MC-86779, sub-No. 2 application of the 
Illinois Central, and MC-101491, application of the Yazoo & 
Mississippi Valley, oppose issuance of certificates to the appli- 
cants to establish motor services along their lines in the states 
mentioned to act as substitutes for way freights. The oppo- 
nents, Gordon’s Transport, Inc., the Intercity Trucking Co., Inc., 
Mayers National Truck Lines, Inc., Cook Truck Lines, Inc., 
and Magee Truck Lines, Inc., assert there is no need for the 
operations proposed and that the railroads have failed to carry 
the burden put on them by section 207 of the motor carrier 
act to show necessity for the proposed services. 

If permitted, declare the railroads, they will establish a 
coordinated rail-truck service whereby merchandise traffic will 
be handled by rail to specified break-bulk points and distributed 
by truck from those points to towns on the proposed routes 
and conversely traffic from those towns will be concentrated 
by truck at the break-bulk points and handled from them to 
New Orleans, Chicago, St. Louis and other points. The high- 
ways over which the proposed trucking substitute service would 
be established are chiefly between Memphis, Tenn., and Jack- 
son, Miss., and will extend as far west as Helena, Ark. The 
railroads contend the use of trucks will greatly improve their 
less-carload service. 


MOTOR PROPORTIONALS AND CHARGES 
Transcontinental railroads have asked the Commission to 
eliminate from No. 28496, proportional rates of common car- 
riers and minimum charges of contract carriers, all rates appli- 
cable from and to Pacific, Atlantic and Gulf ports when destined 
or originating in island possessions of the United States. They 


said it was their intention to eliminate these rates when they 
requested, by petition of February 6, 1941, for elimination of 
all rates on import and export traffic, and intercoastal and 
coastwise traffic. 
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Motor Carrier Earnings 


Class I motor carriers of property in 1940 had net operating 
revenue of $20,918,982 as compared with $20,578,651 in 1939, 
according to a Commission compilation of revenues, expenses 
and statistics based on reports representing 1,093 such carriers, 
statement Q-800. These carriers consist of 962 intercity, and 
121 local. 

In 1940 the carriers had total operating revenues of $474,- 
544,338 and total expenses of $453,625,356 as compared with 
$422,110,071 and $401,531,420, respectively, in 1939. Common 
and contract carrier freight revenue, respectively, amounted to 
$396,531,908 and $73,548,562 in 1940 as against $350,468,060 and 
$67,439,111 in 1939. 

The foregoing figures do not include reports of 47 carriers 
that failed to furnish comparable figures for 1939. These 
carriers, in 1940, had operating revenues of $10,134,238, total 
expenses of $9,600,850, and net operating revenue of $533,388 

Part of the compilation is restricted to those intercity 
Class I motor carriers of property which reported comparable 
items of revenues, expenses and statistics for 1940 and 1939 
and to local carriers which reported comparable items of 
revenues and expenses. It shows that 819 intercity car- 
riers in 1940, had operating revenues of $378,712,094 (com- 
mon carrier-freight, $328,890,378 and contract carrier-freight, 
$47,192,605), expenses of $361,387,029, and net operating reve- 
nue of $17,325,065, as compared with $334,433,256 (common 
carrier-freight, $288,561,955 and contract carrier-freight, $43,- 
368,138), $317,250,978, and $17,182,278, respectively, in 1939. 
Local carriers, 133 in number, in 1940, had total operating reve- 
nues of $41,273,325, total expenses of $39,480,840 and net oper- 
ating revenue of $1,792,485, as compared with $38,363,686, 
$36,594,044, and $1,769,642, respectively, in 1939. 


MOTOR TARIFFS REJECTED 


The Commission, by division 2, by an order, has rejected 
supplement No. 2 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 7 of Ellis Motor 
Lines, Inc., of Stafford Springs, Conn., presented to it for 
filing. It said it appeared that Ellis proposed to establish in 
the supplement rates for transportation services for which 
the carrier had no operating authority, and that the tariff was 
not in consonance with section 217 (a) of the interstate com- 


‘merce act and was not entitled to be received or filed by it 


under the provisions of the act. 

The Commission, division 2, by an order, has rejected tariff 
MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of John E. Walters, of Elsmere, Del., pre- 
sented to it for filing. The Commission said it appeared that 
Walters proposed to establish in the tariff rates for transporta- 
tion services which were either exempt from the provisions 
of the interstate commerce act or were for services for which 
he had no operating authority, and that the tariff was not in 
consonance with section 217 (a) of the act and was not entitled 
to be received or filed by it. 


Laneaster Motor Basis 


Truck operators and railroads in Central and Trunk Line 
territories are showing unusual interest in two proceedings 
set for hearing before Examiner Myers at Akron, O., July 14. 
They are: I. and S. M-1488, motor class rates, Pennsylvania to 
Central and Western Trunk Line territories, and MC C-242, 
Eastern-Central Motor Carriers’ Association vs. Shirks Motor 
Express Corporation, et al. The cases arise out of attempts on 
the part of Motor Cargo, Inc., and Brady Transfer and Storage 
Company, common carrier motor haulers, to readjust westbound 
rates out of Lancaster and other Pennsylvania points to Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, Ohio, West Virginia and Wisconsin destinations on the 
basis of the existing rates from Harrisburg, Pa. The rates 
me now on the Reading, Pa., basis, with the exception noted 
elow. 

The rates in the suspended tariffs follow rates that have 
been in effect for some time via Shirks Motor Express and 53 
participating and connecting motor carriers. Principally, the 
Shirks rates move traffic out of Lancaster, Pa., where the plant 
of the Congoleum-Nairn Company is located, to points in the 
eleven states mentioned. As long as the Harrisburg basis was 
applicable only over the Shirks Motor Express and its connec- 
tions, the dual basing-point use out of the affected territory 
attracted no considerable attention. When the Motor Cargo 
and Brady motor lines, however, filed their own tariffs, through 
Everett H. Russell as agent, after having had their proposals 
to put in rates on the Harrisburg basis denied by the Eastern- 
Central Association, what motor operators and railroads con- 
Sidered the arbitrary shifting of the basing point was brought 
to the fore. As a result, the Eastern-Central Association filed 
a petition for suspension, in which the Central States Motor 
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Freight Bureau and the Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier 
Conference joined. The railroads, through the Trunk Line Asso- 
ciation, also asked for suspension. A minor oddity is the fact 
that Mr. Russell, who filed the tariffs as agent for Motor Cargo 
and Brady, is general manager and agent for the Eastern- 
Central Association. He is thus in the position of protesting 
against rates he himself had filed. 

Because the protests against the Motor Cargo and Brady 
tariffs were based on the shifting of the basing point, the 
Shirks tariff was brought in issue, hence the filing of the formal 
complaint against those rates as unjust, unreasonable, dis- 
criminatory, preferential and prejudicial, because, as alleged, 
they gave the Shirks Express ‘‘an undue, unreasonable and 
entirely unwarranted competitive advantage over rail and com- 
mon motor carriers” applying the Reading basis from Lan- 
caster and the other points. 

In the Central States petition for suspension and interven- 
tion in the formal complaint, attention is called to “the grave 
situation which will result if a few motor carriers are allowed 
to move basing points about the country at will.” The result 
will be chaos, the bureau says. The change in the Lancaster 
grouping “will be like a pebble dropped in the water at Lan- 
caster and the ripples will be felt from the Atlantic Ocean to the 
Mississippi River,” it asserts. 


Isthmus of Panama Highway 


“Under the blazing tropical sun by day and under electric 
lights at night, 1,000 men are working on defense-spurred 
schedules to complete by next spring the first highway across 
the Isthmus of Panama at the Canal Zone,” says the Federal 
Works Agency. 

“The 50-mile highway will connect Colon on the Atlantic 
end of the Panama Canal with Panama on the Pacific end, 
and serve about 200,000 people in the Isthmian area. It will be 
the first Trans-Isthmian road since the days of the gold trail 
of the seventeenth century. 

“The Trans-Isthmian road has been increasingly in demand 
since the opening of the Panama Canal in 1914. Under an 
agreement with the Republic of Panama, the construction now 
in progress is under the supervision of a United States govern- 
ment unit, the Public Roads Administration of the Federal 
Works Agency. . 

“A roadway consisting of two 10-foot lanes of reinforced 
concrete 9 inches thick, separated by a 4-foot bituminous strip, 
is being built. An 8-foot shoulder on each side will bring the 
total roadway width to 40 feet. 

At the Pacific end, the Trans-Isthmian road will intersect 
with the proposed Pan-American highway from the United 
States to South America. Between Texas and the Canal, the 
Pan-American route now includes about 1,775 miles of paved 
and all-weather road, 650 miles of dry-weather road, and 825 
miles of cart and foot trails. 

“Besides the Canal, and a railroad built by an American 
company about 1850, no other land or water transportation 
facility crosses the Isthmus.” 


ASK TIRE FABRIC INQUIRY 


The Dixie Ohio Express Co., the Overland Transportation 
Co., and the Eastern-Central Motor Carriers Association, of 
Akron, O., have asked the Commission to institute an investi- 
gation of all rates on tire fabric, tire cord, hose cord and cotton 
belt fabric moving in quantities of ten thousand pounds or 
more applicable in connection with both contract and common 
carriers by motor vehicle and by rail from all producing 
points in New England and southern territories to all con- 
suming points in Central Freight Association territory. 

The petitioners ask the institution of the inquiry in con- 
nection with I. and S. No. 4963, tire fabric, from the south to 
Official territory, hearing in which is now set for Washington, 
D. C., on June 30. They also ask the Commission to consider 
their petitions filed in the proceedings which resulted in the 
creation of the investigation and suspension case. The peti- 
tioners for a broadening, in effect, of the suspension case, 
asserted that the Commission in its order in that case sus- 
pended drastic reductions in rail rates, on fabric from southern 
mills to northern consuming points. The-petitioners for this 
inquiry ask that the hearing in the suspension case be post- 
poned until the Commission has acted on this phase of the 
matter. 


RAIL TRAFFIC ON HIGHWAYS 


In 1940, 1,364,423 revenue tons of freight moved over the 
highways by or for Class I steam railways, of which amount 
136,851 tons were carried in the railroad’s vehicles, and 1,227,- 
572 tons in vehicles of others. This was 4.86 per cent of all 
less-carload tons carried by the railroads. 
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The foregoing figures are set forth in a compilation of 
railway freight and passenger traffic handled on the highways 
prepared by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics, statement 
Q-225. Regular traffic handled by separately incorporated 
highway carriers in which the railways have investments is not 
included. 

Revenue ton-miles operated by or for the railroads in 
1940 totaled 53,892,000, of which 7,741,000 respected the rail- 
reads’ vehicles and 46,151,000, vehicles of others. Miles by the 
ton a railway as to all highway traffic was 39.5. 

The number of revenue passengers carried by or for the 
railroads in 1940 totaled 2,110,761, of which 737,885 were in 
the railroads’ vehicles and 1,372,876 in vehicles of others. The 
number of revenue passenger-miles operated totaled 41,927,825 
in 1940, 4,540,499 in the railroads’ vehicles and 37,387,326 in 
vehicles of others. 

For the fourth quarter of 1940 the number of revenue tons 
carried by or for the railroads totaled 378,803, of which 37,174 
tons were carried in the railroads’ vehicles and 341,629 tons in 
vehicles of others. This was 4.84 per cent of all less-carload 
tons carried by the railroads. The figures for the fourth 
quarter, although incorporated in the figures for 1940, were 
made the subject of a separate compilation. 


MOTOR PAINT RATES PROBE 


An investigation into and concerning the reasonableness 
and lawfulness otherwise of rates and charges on paint, paint 
ingredients, putty and commodities grouped therewith, min- 
ima 7,000, 12,000 and 20,000 pounds, from Chicago, IIl., to 
Denver, Colo., maintained by the Rocky Mountains Lines, Inc., 
of Lincoln, Neb., in its tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 (Phillips Lines’ 
series), has been instituted by the Commission, division 2, on 
its own motion, in MC C-280, paint, etc., from Chicago, IIl., to 
Denver, Colo. The matter is to be assigned for hearing with I. 
and S. M-1660 at a time and place hereafter to be fixed. 





TEMPORARY MOTOR AUTHORITY 


In MC F-1546, Quaker City Bus Co., purchase, Blackhawk 
Line, Inc. (Joseph Kruger, receiver), the Commission, by di- 
vision 4, has authorized, for a period not to exceed 180 days, 
lease by the former, of Camden, N. J., of rights under MC 369: 
of the latter, of Boston, Mass., at a total rental not exceeding 
$50 a month. 

In MC F-1496, Potashnick Local Truck System, Inc., pur- 
chase, George E. Smith and J. V. Griffin, the Commission, by di- 
vision 4, has authorized, for a period not exceeding 180 days, 
lease by the former, of Sikeston, Mo., of rights under MC 
21510 and other property of Smith and Griffin, of Farmington, 
Mo., dba Smith & Griffin Truck Line, at a total rental not ex- 
ceeding $30 a month. 


Cc. M. F. A. BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT SECTION 


Frank Purse, district director, motor carrier bureau of the 
Commission at Chicago, and Norman V. Norman, The Biow 
Agency, in charge of the American Trucking Association’s ad- 
vertising campaign, have accepted invitation to speak at a meet- 
ing at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, June 10, at which the Central 
Motor Freight Association plans to organize a business develop- 
ment section. A motion picture, “The Autopsy of a Lost Sale,” 
will be presented by R. C. Borden and A. C. Busse. It is 
planned to hold sessions in the morning and afternoon, and a 
luncheon at which there will be a speaker yet to be selected. 
Motor operators in the territory have been invited to be present 
with their soliciation forces. 


E. A. L., T. W. A. AIR ROUTES 


In a proposed report in No. 243, application of Pennsyl- 
vania-Central Airlines Corporation, embracing Nos. 412 and 420, 
applications of Eastern Air Lines, Inc., and Transcontinental & 
Western Air, Inc., respectively, Examiner Lawrence J. Kosters 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board has recommended authorization 
for amendment of the Eastern Air Lines certificates for its 
routes between New York City-Newark and New Orleans, La., 
and between New York City-Newark and New Orleans to in- 
clude Atlantic City, N. J., as an intermediate stop. The ex- 
aminer also has proposed amendment of the certificate of 
Transcontinental & Western Air, Inc., for its route No. 2, be- 
tween New York City-Newark.and Los Angeles, Calif., to in- 
clude Atlantic City as an intermediate stop. He recommended 
denial of authority to Pennsylvania-Central to institute air 
transportation of persons, property and mail between Atlantic 
City, on the one hand, and, on the other, Baltimore, Md., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., and Newark, N. J. As to the proposed authority 
for the Eastern Air Lines, Examiner Kosters recommended a 
restriction that no operations be conducted by that line be- 
tween Philadelphia and Atlantic City. 
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Civil Air Regulations 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has adopted “two momentous 
and far-reaching amendments,” as it says, to the civil air 
regulations in the interest of safety and national defense. These 
amendments are designed to facilitate the movement of military 
aircraft as well as to provide greater safety on the airways in 
the face of the enormous increase in civil and military air 
traffic now taking place. 

Specifically the amendments will require that as of July 1 
all aircraft operating on the civil airways between altitudes 
of 3,500 feet above the ground and 17,000 feet above sea level 
must at all times be equipped with a radio receiver, a radio 
transmitter, and a sensitive type altimeter. The observance of 
these regulations does not require a pilot to hold an instru- 
ment rating except when flying under instrument weather con- 
ditions. When entering an area under the jurisdiction of a 
U. S. Airway Traffic Control Center, the pilot must file a flight 
plan. In addition, all aircraft flying between 3,500 feet and 
17,000 feet on civil airways must maintain specified altitudes, 
depending on the direction of flight, to effect safe separation 
between aircraft. 

The board also designated the air space above 17,000 feet 
for military operation, except for special authorized commer- 
cial operations or civil flight in the interests of aeronautical 
development, such as the testing of new high-altitude aircraft. 

The airspace below 3,500 feet remains free for the use of 
all pilots with no more restrictions than heretofore. 


AIR PLANES FOR MILITARY USE 


Scheduled air transport lines will be required shortly to 
deliver twelve transport planes to the government for military 
use, according to Assistant Secretary of Commerce Hinckley. 
He said, however, that the scheduled air services were becoming 
more and more important in connection with the national 
defense program and he did not expect the lines to be called 
on for additional planes for military use. 


BRANIFF HEARING POSTPONED 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has announced postponement 
to July 2 of a hearing on No. 613, the application of Braniff 
Airways, Inc., for authorization to operate non-stop between 
Kansas City, Mo., and Dallas, Tex., on its route No. 9. The 
hearing, originally assigned for June 25, will be held in 
Washington. 


AIR ROUTES TO NEW ORLEANS 


The Civil Aeronautics Board announced June 23 that it had 
denied an application of the Kansas City Southern Transport 
Co. for authority to establish a new air route between Kansas 
City, Mo., and New Orleans, La., a proposal of Mid-Continent 
Airlines, Inc., to serve the same points by extension of its route 
No. 26 south from Tulsa, Okla., and a proposal of Braniff Air- 
ways, Inc., to establish through single-company service between 
Wichita, Kan., and New Orleans as well as to intermediate 
points covered in the Mid-Continent and Kansas City Southern 
applications. 

The board said it had granted, in the same decision, the 
application of Consolidated Airlines, Inc., for an extension of 
its route No. 43, from Wichita to Tulsa. That route, it said, 
now extended between the terminal points Pueblo, Colo., and 
Wichita, with intermediate stops at La Junta, Colo., Garden 
City, Dodge City and Hutchinson, Kan. It stipulated that serv- 
ice on the extension to Tulsa might not be inaugurated until 
it had been advised by the War and Navy Departments whether 
the national defense requirements for aviation equipment and 
personnel necessitated deferment of the service. 

With respect to the request of Continental for authority 
to stop at Bartlesville, Okla., on the Wichita-Tulsa extension, 
the board deferred its decision pending final disposition of an 
application by Mid-Continent for inculsion of Bartlesville as a 
stop on its route No. 26 between Kansas City, Mo., and Tulsa. 


NARCOTICS BAN ON U. S. SHIPS 


Senator Radcliffe, of the Senate commerce committee, has 
submitted on behalf of the committee a favorable report on 
H. R. 4258, supplementing the navigation laws by making pos- 
session or control of marihuana and other narcotic drugs on 
board, or the bringing of such drugs on board, of an American 
ship, a criminal offense. 
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St. Lawrence Waterway 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


If Canada would find it impossible for financial or other 
reasons to undertake or to complete her part of the waterway 
construction project, ocean-going ships built on the Great 
Lakes by the United States could proceed no further than 
Cornwall, Ontario, unless the United States would find some 
means of financing and completing the entire waterway project, 
said Brigadier General Thomas M. Robins, assistant to chief of 
engineers, Department of War, in reappearing before the House 
committee on rivers and harbors as that committee resumed 
hearings on H. R. 4927, providing for approval by Congress of 
the St. Lawrence waterway and power project agreement sent 
to it by President Roosevelt. 

General Robins explained the features of the agreement 
with respect to the terms of Canada’s participation in the 
project in answering a series of questions propounded by Rep- 
resentative Beiter, of New York. The same interrogator drew 
from the witness the statement that costs of the seaway or the 
power project separately had not been estimated. General 
Robins added that he thought it would be a “crime” to omit 
either project, as the cost of the two jointly would be much 
less than their total cost if built separately. He said he was 
not in position to know which project was needed most from a 
defense standpoint. 

The witness said the combined projects would employ 10,000 
men for three or four seasons, and that 8,000 of these would 
be skilled or semi-skilled workers. He said approximately 
130,000 tons of structural or reinforcing steel would be required. 

Jesse Jones, Secretary of Commerce and Federal Loan 
Administrator, maintained, as he testified June 23, that the St. 
Lawrence seaway and power project could be constructed as a 
self-liquidating project, easily financed with the sale of revenue 
bonds, from canal tolls and power plant earnings as income for 
their retirement. He said the toll system was operating suc- 
cessfully at the Panama Canal, as an example. 

“T don’t think the project would have a serious effect on 
any section of the country, adversely,” he said, answering a 
question by Representative Green, of Florida. He said the proj- 
ect would not jeopardize government loans to railroads. He 
told Representative Bell it would not materially affect Kansas 
City-to-east freight rates. 

Julius Barnes, of Duluth, Minn., a former president and 
chairman of the United States Chamber of Commerce, owner 
of a Great Lakes fleet of bulk cargo vessels, supported both the 
seaway and the power phase of the project with the statement 
that “we must prepare . . . for enormous growth for industry in 
the future.” 

“The Great Lakes highway is an extension of the greatest 
natural resource we have,” he said. “To stop its development 
at a 14-ft. channel doesn’t make sense to business men.” 


He discussed rate competition between railroads and Great 
Lakes water carriers over a period of years and argued that the 
industrial growth in the nation’s interior that would, in his 
opinion, develop as a result of completion of the waterway, 
would give the railroads far more traffic than they now antici- 
pated; therefore, he contended, opposition to the project by the 
railroads was a short-sighted policy. Asked by Representative 
Culkin for his opinion, as a former large-scale exporter of 
wheat, as to the reduction in price of American wheat on the 
Liverpool market that the seaway would make possible, Mr. 
Barnes estimated that the price of the bushel would be 5 cents 
lower, adding that American wheat thus would have a better 
chance in the world market, although this competition would 
be met by other countries. 

The witness said he foresaw the development of package 
freight business for water carriers on the Great Lakes on com- 
pletion of the seaway. He said he disagreed with the U. S. 
Chamber of Commerce in its opposition to the St. Lawrence 
project. His vessels now operated through the Erie Canal, he 
said. He said he would not oppose “reasonable” tolls for use of 
the St. Lawrence waterway, but contended that if the rail- 
roads’ proposal that Erie Canal tolls be based on the original 
cost “about a hundred years ago” was fair, it was equally fair 
that rates of the Northern Pacific be based on an original cost 
that would include the land grants it received, such land hav- 
ing been sold later, he said, for more than the cost of the 
railroad. Representative Beiter asked him if he had not op- 
posed Erie Canal toll fees in the New York state legislature, 
and he said he had done so. He added that he thought the 
toll issue had been injected for the purpose of defeating the 
waterway project. 

“For heaven’s sake, don’t let the question of tolls delay 
this project,” he pleaded. 

Chairman Mansfield had read into the record a letter from 
Paul Bellamy, editor of the Cleveland (O.) Plain Dealer, which 
Said that the considered proposal was not so much to build 
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the St. Lawrence waterway as to complete it, and added that 
only shortsightedness would cause defeat of the proposal. 
It described the St. Lawrence-Great Lakes region as “the 
American Ruhr.” 


Can’t Have Too Many Waterways—Jones 


Replying to a request from Chairman Mansfield for an expres- 
sion of views of the Department of Commerce on the project, 
Secretary Jones said that the department, at the request of 
the President, had been engaged for over a year in an exten- 
sive study of it, and pointed to conclusions favorable to the 
building of the canal and power project. Studies of the depart- 
ment showed, said he, that the canal would reduce transporta- 
tion costs to the Atlantic ocean of certain agricultural and 
other commodities for a substantial section of the country. He 
also referred to the shipbuilding facilities for ocean-going ves- 
sels that would be made available. One development with which 
he was especially familiar, he said, was the Houston Ship Chan- 
nel, which he said had been of inestimable benefit to agriculture 
and industry in the middle west and southwest, bringing the 
sea 50 miles inland, and providing another rail and water con- 
nection for intercoastal and foreign shipping. In conclusion, he 
said: 

We cannot have too many inland waterways, both in the interests 
of agriculture, trade and industry, and for national defense. The 
value of the St. Lawrence project as a defense measure cannot be too 
strongly stressed, and I am not thinking just of the immediate 
emergency, although that is vital. Regrettable as the thought of war 
is, recent developments make it imperative that we be prepared to 
meet it on any basis at any time. And no time should be lost. 

It is the department’s conclusion, therefore, that the project 
should be undertaken. If thought advisable, it could easily be financed 
through the issuance and sale of revenue bonds payable from toll 
charges and the sale of power, with no cost to the taxpayers. 


Leland Olds, chairman of the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, expressed his views of the power phase of the St. Law- 
rence project in testifying before the committee in an after- 
noon session June 23. 

T. J. McGrath, attorney, testified June 24 on behalf of the 
National St. Lawrence Project Conference. He raised sev- 
eral questions concerning the proposed hydro-electric power 
development, as an opponent of the project, and was chal- 
lenged vehemently on those issues by Representative Gavagan, 
of New York. He said, in answering questions by Representa- 
tive Angell, of Oregon, that the reports on the St. Lawrence 
project issued by the St. Lawrence Survey at the request of 
the President served as a brief for proponents of the project 
and that in these reports arguments against the waterway or 
power development were deprecated or brushed aside. Repre- 
sentative Bell argued that the provision of cheap power for some 
states placed other states at a disadvantage industrially, and 
then made the observation that “you can ship from New York 
to San Francisco cheaper than you can ship from some midwest 
points to either place.” 

Speaking as executive director of the National St. Lawrence 
Project Conference, Mr. McGrath said the conference member- 
ship included such organizations as the American Merchant 
Marine Institute, Pacific Coast Ship Owners Association, Lake 
Carriers Association, the Class I railroads, and the National 
Coal Association. He submitted a list of many smaller organ- 
izations, including Chamber of Commerce units, which he said 
were members of the conference. 


He contended that the seaway and power project was not 
necessary to defense. As to testimony previously offered to the 
effect that with “good luck” the project could be completed 
in three seasons, he pointed out that Canada was not required 
oe genet “the essential Canadian links” until December 31, 


“It would seem almost foodhardy,” he said, “to rush into 
the expenditure of millions of dollars, particularly at this time, 
to provide a 27-foot channel for a part of the waterway by 1945, 
= to find out that it could not be put to the use intended until 
1949.” 

Representative Culkin, of New York, asked if Mr. McGrath’s 
office was not near the headquarters of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads in Washington and if the A. A. R. was not 
“hiring” the offices of the N. S. L. P. conference. The witness 
said his office was in a building opposite that housing the 
A. A. R., but said the latter did not hire the project confer- 
ence office for it, although the A. A. R. was a member of the 
conference. 

Captain Richard W. England, of Cleveland, O., represent- 
ing the Lake Carriers Association, was the next witness. He 
discussed and explained various navigation hazards in the St. 
Lawrence and the proposed canals that, in his view, would pre- 
sent difficulties in the way of operation of ocean-going ships 
via that route. Seagoing ships, he said, were not built or de- 
signed for canaling, neither were their crews by experience 
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qualified to operate under conditions characterizing water car- 
rier operations through the proposed waterway ill-equipped 
seagoing ships were not economical for the canal trade, he 
averred. He saw little or no merit in the proposed construction 
of ocean-going vessels on the Great Lakes, as, in his opinion, 
many harbors on the Atlantic, Gulf or Pacific coasts were bet- 
ter adapted for ship construction. Asked if he did not fear com- 
petition of ocean steamers, he said he had no such fear, adding 
that a lake cargo ship could haul a ton of coal 1,000 miles for 
40 cents. Under further questioning, he said that foreign ships 
could transport into the Great Lakes area such bulk commodi- 
ties as grain, iron ore and coal, and he indicated that British 
ships might wrest away from U. S. lake carriers a substantial 
amount of their present Canada-bound coal and ore transporta- 
tion business. 

L. C. Sabin, civil engineer, vice-president of the Lake Car- 
riers Association, took up, one by one, the points in favor of 
the St. Lawrence development which had been made in reports 
issued by the St. Lawrence Survey and attempted to show that 
many considerations had been deprecated or omitted in compila- 
tion of those reports. He said the cost of maintaining and 
operating the waterway would be 10 to 15 million dollars a 
year. 

“How much freight will be available to move and the 
freight charges applying are principal questions to be consid- 
ered with a study of the economic justification for the immense 
expenditures involved,” he said. “That is supposed to be in 
Part III of the report, which is not available.” 


Ocean-going ships built in Great Lakes yards might be 
bottled up indefinitely by the blasting of the huge dams and 
locks required, he declared. He made the comment that the 
report by the St. Lawrence Survey gave the impression that 
it was compiled by an advocate rather than a judge. 

C. J. Hamlin, of Buffalo, N. Y., chairman of the Niagara 
Frontier Planning Board since its inception in 1924 at the 
behest of Alfred E. Smith, then sovernor of New York, testi- 
fied before the committee June 25. He distributed conies of a 
printed report completed by that board in 1940 on the St. 
Lawrence proposals, and said that its general conclusion was 
that the seaway would be so generally ruinous to both labor 
and canital throughout the country that its effects would he 
deleterious to any advantages that the project mieht offer. 
The total cost, he said, would be $1.120.588 000. based on what 
he regarded as conservative estimates. He said he disavreed 
with Brigadier General Thomas Robbins. of the War Depart- 
ment’s envineer corns. who had testified earlier. as to the cost 
of fitting Great Lakes harbors for deener draft vessels. Gen- 
eral Robbins, he recalled. had estimated that cost at $10.000 000. 
He noted that Senator Wagner. of New York. had “conserva- 
tively indicated” that the cost of such harbor imnrovements as 
would be necessary would amount to as least $200.000.000. and 
added that the city engineer for Buffalo, N. Y.. had determined 
that the cost of deepening the present Buffalo harbor alone 
would be more than $40.000.000. In the interest of conservatism 
said the witness, the cost for a minimum of 13 Great Lakes 
harbors had been computed by the Niagara Frontier Plannince 
Board at an average of $7.500.000 a harbor. When he quoted a 
statement made by Representative Culkin in the House Decem- 
ber 22, 1940, that “‘the seaway will convert more than 85 inland 
communities into seaports,” Representative Culkin sought to 
qualify that statement, and repartee resulted, with most of 
the committee members present joining in the merriment. 


Mr. Hamlin asserted, with emphasis, that Prime Minister 
Mackenzie King, of Canada, had acted under pressure by the 
United States government when he signed the St. Lawrence 
project agreement. 


“My feeling is that we are asking Canada to undertake an 
enormous burden for the alleged benefit of the United States,” 
he said. ‘Canada will strike to the utmost, I am sure, to carry 
out an agreement... . The Canadian government, for years, has 
tried to develop water power at Niagara. It planned to divert 
rivers into Lake Superior to increase the flow into that lake 
5,000 cubic feet a second, to make the Niagara project possible. 
But the United States said, ‘No, you can’t do that—unless you 
sign the St. Lawrence agreement.’ Then the war came, and 
Canada needed power; so Mackenzie King, pressed by that need, 
signed the agreement.” 


He observed that the total diversion of employment created 
by the St. Lawrence development would be 100,000 men for four 
years, including those employed in harbor improvements and in 
the mining, transportation and fabrication of ore, coal and lime- 
stone and in the manufacture of cement. He pointed out that 
the agreement with Canada contained an “escape clause,” a 
proviso that “if the continuance of war conditions or the require- 
ments of defense justify a modification of the period within 
which such works shall be completed, the Governments may, by 
exchange of notes, arrange to defer or expedite their completion 
as circumstances may require.” 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Representative Bender suggested that the real objective of 
the considered bill was to “get another TVA on the St. Law- 
rence” and that the navigation feature was “just so much moon- 
shine.” The witness predicted that so far as the seaway was 
concerned, the principal beneficiaries would be foreign vessel 
owners and foreign farmers, manufacturers, miners and con- 
sumers. Representative Dondero, of Michigan, asked Mr. 
Hamlin how he would reconcile construction of the Welland 
canal by Canada with Canadian opposition to the seaway, and 
the witness said the greater portion of the traffic through the 
Welland canal was of Canadian origin, moving from one Cana- 
dian port to another while seven-eighths of the seaway traffic 
would be between American ports. That, he said, was why no 
tolls were charged through the Welland canal. As to the pro- 
posal for toll charges on the seaway, he said that “either the 
American people should be told what the cost of the project 
would be through the years, or tolls should be charged to make 
it self-liquidating.” He pointed out that the Pennsylvania turn- 
pike and various tunnels and bridges in New York were being 
paid for in that manner. If canal tolls on the seaway were 
charged, he said, there should be no discrimination as between 
American and Canadian or British vessels. 

Thomas L. Holling, mayor of Buffalo, N. Y., also testified be- 
fore the committee June 26. In a prepared statement, he sum- 
marized arguments against the seaway proposal. He said, among 
other things, that only ten per cent of the grain that might be 
exported through the seaway would be American grain, and 
that the investments made by New York State and other states 
on American waterways would be seriously affected. 

Representative Stratton, of Illinois, said in an address in the 
House June 25 that in these times, when the American taxpayer 
was already heavily burdened, it was a poor occasion to authorize 
the construction of a project “whose benefits are so questionable 
and whose cost is so extravagant as the St. Lawrence seaway.” 

Chairman Mansfiela of the House rivers and harbors com- 
mittee has introduced H. Res. 248, a resolution authorizing and 
directing the committee to conduct an investigation and survey 
of the St. Lawrence waterway project, and to issue subpoenas 
for witnesses and require them to produce books, papers and 
documents deemed necessary by the committee in its investiga- 
tion. The committee. it was stated at Chairman Mansfield’s 
office, planned to inspect the waterway route on a trip tenta- 
tively scheduled to begin July 6. 


LAUNCHING OF M. C. SHIPS 

The Maritime Commission has announced the launching of 
four new cargo and passenger-cargo ships. They are: 

The Alcoa Pennant, C-1 cargo vessel of 9,290 deadweight 
tons, launched June 26 at the yard of the Consolidated Steel 
Corporation, Los Angeles, Calif. 

The Extavia, modified design of a C-2 cargo vessel of 7,550 
deadweight tons, launched June 28 at the yard of the Bath Iron 
Works, Bath, Me. 

The President Polk, a C-3 passenger-cargo vessel of 9,937 
deadweight tons, launched June 28 at the yard of the Newport 
News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co., Newport News, Va. 

The African Comet, a C-3 passenger-cargo vessel of 10,230 
deadweight tons, launched June 28 at the yard of the Ingalls 
Shipbuilding Corporation, Pascagoula, Miss. 

The Alcoa Pennant will be operated by the Aluminum Co. 
of America, the Extavia by American Export Lines, Inc., the 
President Polk by the American President Lines, and the African 
Comet by the American South African Line, according to the 
commission. It said these ships brought to 119 the number 
launched in its 500-ship long-range program, of which 93 had 
been delivered. 


SEAMEN OFFICER TRAINING 


Three hundred and fifty American seamen are offered an 
opportunity to become licensed merchant marine officers this 
year under a new Maritime Commission educational training 
program. 

“They would be paid $99 a month during a four to six 
months course which would fit them to take the usual govern- 
ment examinations for licenses as third mates or third assistant 
engineers,” said the commission. “The present shortage of li- 
censed merchant marine officers virtually assures employment 
if they pass their tests.” 

On July 1, the commission would open two officer training 
schools reserved entirely for experienced seamen, said the com- 
mission, adding: 

Enrollments may be made at any Coast Guard recruiting station, 
any District Office of the Maritime Commission, or directly by mail 
to the U. S. Coast Guard, United States Maritime Service, 14th and 
Maine Ave., S. W., Washington, D. C. Enrollments will be accepted 
after July 1 and, if both schools are filled, a waiting list will be 


established from which men will be appointed as rapidly as vacancies 
develop. 
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Priorities for Ships 


In a hearing conducted June 24 by the Senate commerce 
committee on H. R. 4700, the ship priorities bill (see Traffic 
World, May 24, p. 1350), representatives of coastwise coal ship- 
ping interests on the eastern seaboard, obtained endorsement 
by the committee chairman, Senator Bailey, of North Carolina, 
of an amendment proposed by them for specific granting of 
priorities warrants by the Maritime Commission for all colliers 
transporting coal to New England from south Atlantic ports. 

Such an amendment, it was explained by Richard L. Bow- 
ditch, of Boston, Mass., president of the New England Tide- 
water Coal Dock Association, would enable defense industries 
in New England to contract for the purchase of a year’s supply 
of coal with the assurance that the coal would be delivered 
without any transportation tieup. Mr. Bowditch said that last 
year about 12,500,000 tons of coal came into the New England 
tidewater area from the “stub ends” of the southern railroads, 
principally Hampton Roads, Va., and Baltimore, Md. He em- 
phasized that every collier now operating in this trade was in- 
dispensable because of the fact that the coal movement was 1% 
to 2 million tons behind schedule because of the recent strike 
and the added fact that a 15 per cent increase in the demand 
for coal in New England this year was indicated. The rail- 
roads were adequately equipped to handle the tonnage to and 
from the ports involved, he said, but were carrying so much 
other traffic in all-rail movements to New England that the 
shifting of coal from the south to that means of transportation 
would cause congestion of traffic at what he termed the four 
rail gateways to New England—New York City, Poughkeepsie, 
Selkirk and Mechanicsville, N. Y. Moreover, he said, topo- 
graphical conditions affecting the rail movement to the north 
were such that 160-car trains were out of the question. Only 
the southern coal was suitable for coking, he said, discussing 
a proposal that coal from the Pennsylvania fields be used by 
the New England industries instead. 

It was stated that the Maritime Commission did not oppose 
the amendment with respect to colliers, as it regarded the ships 
of a type not suited for diversion to transportation of other com- 
modities and as it believed that frequent repairs, to which 
priorities warrants would entitle them, would be required by 
the older colliers in the coastwise fleet. Former Governor Brann, 
of Maine, and Earle Ingraham, of Providence, R. I., represent- 
ing the Carter Coal Co. and the Carter Coal Transportation Co., 
testified also with respect to the keeping of the collier fleet 
intact. 

Other witnesses were: W. D. Brennan, of the States 
Steamship Co., Portland, Ore.; Douglas Barton, of the Bull 
Steamship Co.; Oliver P. Caldwell, of the Luckenbach Steam- 
ship Co.; Frank Walker, of the American Merchant Marine In- 
stitute, Inc.; D. S. Morrison, of the American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Co.; R. T. Merrill, Merchants & Miners Transportation Co., 
and J. W. O. Von Herbulis, Waterman Steamship Co., Mobile, Ala. 
The representatives of the ship operators were in agreement in 
requesting that the bill be amended to provide for payment of 
“just” or “fair and reasonable” charter rates by the Maritime 
Commission. W. Ney Evans, Maritime Commission attorney, 
opposed use of the word “just,” saying the words “fair and 
reasonable” would facilitate administration of the compensation 
provision. Mr. Walker said the proposal was for the protec- 
tion of the shipping industry against the fixing of too low char- 
ter rates by the commission, and that the effect of non-granting 
of priorities by it would be to put a vessel out of business in 
denying it access to needed facilities. Mr. Von Herbulis objected 
to provisions of the bill under which the commission could direct 
a ship owner to turn over a vessel or vessels to another private 
operator. His company had enough experience, he said, that it 
could handle shipments to foreign ports as well as any other 
private operator. He proposed amendment of the bill in accord 
with his views. John W. Mann, of the Maritime Commission’s 
legal division, said that only the management of a vessel would 
be transferred under present provisions of the bill. If every- 
body would run his ship his own way, in service for the Mari- 
time Commission, he asked, how could a large movement of 
goods to foreign ports be coordinated? Mr. Von Herbulis con- 
tended, however, that the private operator selected by the com- 
mission for the coordinating “assignment” was serving merely as 
a booking agent and that the service could be rendered equally 
well by his company under its own management. 

The hearing ended with Mr. Bowditch’s testimony. 


After observing that the ship priorities bill, H. R. 4700. 
Which awaited Senate action, vitally concerned New England, 
Commissioner Thomas M. Woodward of the Maritime Com- 
mission said in an address before the New England Council 
at Swampscott, Mass., that among other things the bill would 
result in the continued operation of the fleet of colliers operat- 
me = the coal ports of Hampton Roads and New 
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In addition to the “freezing” of the coal vessels, he said, 
the commission hoped to be able to furnish four additional 
ships for this trade by September. 

“Therefore, you should probably have no great concern 
about the regular delivery of the 11,000,000 tons of coal that 
are transported by water each year for New England’s indus- 
tries,” he added. 

Commissioner Woodward said that the provision of 2,000,000 
tons of shipping for Great Britain had made necessary the 
taking over of coastwise and intercoastal ships and the alloca- 
tion of 50 tankers for special work. This, he said, reduced the 
U. S. merchant marine by 40 to 50 per cent. He pointed out 
that upwards of 140,000,000 short tons of cargo had been 
transported each year in coastwise and intercoastal services 
and said that about two-thirds of that traffic consisted of petro- 
leum and petroleum products, the remaining one-third being 
dry cargo tonnage. Continuing, he said: 


The situation that will develop by reduction in the number of 
vessels in the coastwise and intercoastal services is being given careful 
study by the commission and other agencies of the federal government. 
What steps they are forced to take will be predicated on national 
defense and the welfare of the country. 

The railroads can be expected to handle a goodly portion of the 
traffic normally carried by ships. In the last few months they have 
taken over much of the traffic formerly carried by coastwise lines 
which have discontinued operations . . . The railroads offer some 
replacement for the tankers which will carry on a ‘‘shuttle’’ service 
for Great Britain. 


But the best solution of this country’s maritime transportation 
problem lies in the nation’s tremendous shipbuilding program which 
I mentioned earlier. The entire shipbuilding industry is united in an 


effort to turn out the greatest number of ships in the shortest possible 
time. 


British ““Maileerts” Announced 


The British Embassy has announced that, effective July 1, 
the British navicert system, applying to freight shipments by 
sea, will be supplemented by a system of mailcerts. 

“The object of the mailcert system is-to enable United 
States senders of parcels, small packets, or letters containing 
merchandise, to certain neutral countries to ascertain in advance 
of posting whether facilities can be given for their passage 
through the British censorship stations,” it said. ‘“Mailcert 
facilities will not be available for parcels and packets con- 
taining printed matter, documents, photographs, stamps, litera- 
ture for the blind, commercial papers and the like. 

“Applications for mailcerts (a separate mailcert will be 
required for each parcel, small packet or letter package) may 
be lodged with any British consulate in the United States. If 
the application is granted, the mailcert will be issued to the 
applicant who should affix it to the outside of the parcel, packet, 
or package before posting. 

“A parcel, packet, or package bearing a mailcert will not 
normally suffer any delay at a British censorship station beyond 
the minimum period necessary to check that the contents con- 
form to the description on the mailcert. 

“Initially the mailcert system will extend to parcels, 
packets and packages addressed from the continental United 
States to Eire, Finland, French West Africa, Iran, Iraq, Liberia, 
Madagascar, Morocco, Portugal, Portuguese Guinea, Portuguese 
and Spanish Atlantic Islands, Reunion, Spain, Sweden, Switzer- 
land and Turkey. Parcels, packets and packages to these 
destinations and unaccompanied by valid mailcerts will be liable 
to detention and possibly to seizure. Mailcerts for parcels; 
packets and packages of value less than $25 will be issued free. 
When the value is $25 or more the fee will be $1. Forms of ap- 
plication for mailcerts will be supplied by any British con- 
sulate.” 


Control of Exports 


Giving effect to the President’s direction to place all petro- 
leum products under export control (see Traffic World, June 
21, page 1592) the Secretary of State issued unlimited and gen- 
eral licenses covering petroleum products moving from Atlantic 
ports and from other U. S. ports. 

A revision has been announced by the Department of State 
of the unlimited licenses formerly issued for the exportation of 
iron and steel drums and containers to certain British colonies. 
Separate licenses for certain of these colonies have been re- 
voked and the areas have been consolidated with others for 
licensing purposes. Moreover, the unlimited licenses for these 
products have been extended to certain additional British col- 
onies, according to the Department of Commerce. The areas 
for which separate licenses have been revoked are: 


Straits Settlements, Unfederated Malay States (now included in 
British Malaya), Tanganyika, Kenya (now included in British East 
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Africa), Nigeria (now included in British West Africa), South West 
Africa (now included in Union of South Africa). 


New unlimited licenses have been issued for the exporta- 
tion of iron and steel drums and containers to the following: 


British East Africa, British Malaya, British West Africa, Cyprus, 
Falkland Islands, Gibraltar, Mauritius Island, New Guinea, Oceania, 
Papua, St. Helena Island, Seychelles Islands and Dependencies. 


While this makes it unnecessary for exporters to make ap- 
plication to the Department of State for individual licenses, 
shipper’s export declarations covering such shipments will not 
be accepted without the appropriate symbol and license number, 
which are obtainable from the British Purchasing Commission, 
Adams Building, 1333 F Street, N. W., Washington, D. C., ac- 
cording to the Department of Commerce. 

The Secretary of State has issued general licenses for ex- 
portation to Canada, Great Britain and Philippine Islands of 
rosin, natural resins, zirconium, bismuth, electrical machinery 
and apparatus, and valves, and to Canada also metal working 
machinery. 

The Department of Commerce announced that advance 
copies of Export Control Schedule No. 10, consisting of addi- 
tional products made subject to license and of revisions of cer- 
tain earlier orders, were issued by the Administrator of Export 
Control on June 20, effective at once. 

Detailed information is available from any field office of 
the department which will shortly have copies of the leaflet for 
distribution. ; 

Unlimited licenses issued by the British Purchasing Com- 
mission by the Secretary of State on June 20 authorizing the 
exportation of certain petroleum products from the Atlantic 
coast of the United States to all parts of the British Empire and 
Egypt, have been canceled as regards Canada and Great Britain. 

They have been replaced by general licenses for the fol- 
lowing groups of petroleum products, under the license symbols 
and numbers indicated: 


Kerosene, gas oil and distillate fuel oil and residue] fuel oil: Can- 
are, GEF 1; Great Britain, GEF 2. 

Liquefied petroleum gases, paraffin wax (unrefined and refined), 
petroleum asphalt, petroleum coke and petroleum products n. e. s.: 
Canada, GEI 1; Great Britain, GEI 2. 

All crude oils: Canada, GEA 1; Great Britain, GEA 2. 


“General licenses now in effect authorizing the exportation 
of certain types of gasoline and lubricating oils to Canada and 
Great Britain are hereby extended to include all gasoline and 
all lubricating oils as defined in Export Control Schedule No. 
10,” said a Department of Commerce announcement. 


Ship Subsidy Rate Cuts 


The Maritime Commission announced June 26 that eight 
American flag operators engaged in the foreign trade under an 
operating-differential agreement with the commission, had vol- 
untarily agreed to a reduction in their subsidy rates to a com- 
paratively nominal figure. All other provisions of the contracts 
are to remain in full force and effect, according to the com- 
mission. 

The understanding was reached after a review of the for- 
eign flag competition encountered and its current influence on 
the operations of American flag vessels. 

Subsidy payments, in general, amount to the difference in 
cost of operation between United States and foreign registered 
vessels. Under the agreement they will be reduced to one per 
cent of the difference in cost for wages and subsistence of 
officers and crew. No subsidy payment will be made for the 
difference in cost for maintenance, repairs or insurance of the 
vessel. The reduction in the amount of the payment will be 
subject to review every six months. 

Subsidy payments previously aggregating approximately 
$12,500 annually have now been reduced to a relatively small 
amount as a result of the agreement, according to the commis- 
sion. 

Those companies which have consented to the reduction are: 


Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., including American Republics Line, 
operating from North Atlantic ports to east coast of South America, 
and Pacific Republics Line, operating from Pacific coast ports to east 
coast of South America. 

American Export Lines, Inc., operating from North Atlantic ports 
to Lisbon and to India. 

American South African Line, Inc., operating from North Atlantic 
ports to South and East Africa. 

Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., operating from west Gulf ports 
to the Caribbean Sea and from Gulf ports to the Far East. 

Mississippi Shipping Co., Inc., operating from Gulf ports to east 
coast of South America. 

New York and Cuba Mail Steamship Co., operating from New York 
to Mexico. 
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Seas Shipping Co., Inc., operating from North Atlantic ports to 
South and East Africa. 

United States Lines Co., including American Pioneer Line, operat- 
ing from North Atlantic ports to Australia, New Zealand and the Far 
East, and America France Line, operating from North Atlantic ports 
to Spanish-Atlantic ports. 


The commission said the following companies which had 
not, as yet, agreed to the reduction: Grace Line, Inc.; Americe: 
President Lines, Ltd.; American Mail Line, Ltd., and Oceanic 
Steamship Co. 

Each of these operators had submitted information which 
would be presented to the commission for its further considera- 
tion, the commission said: 


EXEMPTION APPLICATIONS WITHDRAWN 


At the request of applicants, the Commission, by division 
4, has dismissed, effective July 17, the following applications of 
water carriers filed with it for exemption under section 303(e) 
of the interstate commerce act: 


W-50, Bay Ridge Water & Lighterage Co., Inc., New York, N. Y.; 
W-87, George W. Gascoin, Jersey City, N. J.; W-107, M. & J. Tracy, 
Inc., New York, N. Y.; W-110, Berwind-White Coal Mining Co., Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; W-140, Roberts Towing Co., Paducah, Ky.; W-154, Great 
Lakes Transit Corporation, Buffalo, N. Y.; W-167, H. Bay Webster, 
Ventura, Calif.; W-198, Chesapeake Lighterage Co., Baltimore, Md.; 
W-213, Lawrence Transportation Co., Joliet, Ill.; W-218, Tresler Oil 
Co., Cincinnati, O.; W-220, Hillman Transportation Co., Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; W-230, J. C. Freese Co., San Francisco, Calif.; W-231, A. F. St. 
Philip, Miami, Fla.; W-233, C. W. Kibler & Sons, Chestertown, Md.; 
W-235, Turner Brothers Transportation Co., Madison, Ind.; W-240, 
Frank Segrave, New York, N. Y.; W-241, Thomas Ahiquist, Arverne, 
N. Y.; and W-288, Barge Transportation Co., Inc., Beaumont, Tex. 


RADIO OPERATORS ON U. S. SHIPS 


Representative Bland, of Virginia, as chairman of the House 
merchant marine committee, has reported favorably and with- 
out amendment H. R. 5074, a bill to provide additional safe- 
guards to the radio communications service of U. S. ships in 
the interest of national defense. In the report he said the bill 
was designed to rid the radio communications service of ships 
of subversive individuals and subversive propaganda and of 
“individuals with respect to whom there is a reasonable prob- 
ability of subversive inclinations.” Besides defining “subver- 
sive” activities, the bill includes in its scope members, former 
members, or persons advocating membership in the Communist 
party, the German-American Bund, the Young Communists 
League “or any organization successor to any of the foregoing.” 

“It must not be considered,” said the report, “that a large 
number of radio operators are subversive individuals or dis- 
loyal. The reverse is the case, but disloyal radio operators 
strategically placed may do great damage, and it is against a 
menace of that character that the proposed bill is designed to 
guard. Testimony adduced .. . shows that at most there would 
not be more than 200 out of a total of something like 2,000.” 


M. C. CALL FOR BIDS 


The Maritime Commission has asked for bids on two types 
of harbor tugs and on one type of small cargo vessel known as 
a “coaster,” of about 2,800 deadweight tons. It said contractors 
might bid on from one to six tugs, but that not more than six 
tugs would be awarded to a single yard or plant. A contractor 
might bid on one to nine “coasters,” but not more than nine 
of these would be awarded to any one yard, it added. Bids will 
be received until 12 noon, July 8, and will be opened at 12:15 
p. m., E. S. T., in the Department of Commerce building, 
Washington. 


LACK OF SHIP SERVICE 


The Merchants Association of New York has complained 
to the Maritime Commission that because of lack of steamship 
service between New York and South Africa its members’ ex- 
port business is being seriously injured. In a letter to the com- 
mission it asked for aid or relief to the exporters in the im- 
mediate future. Inquiry at the commission revealed that be- 
cause of the present emergency the various steamship services 
were limited and that the commission was doing all it could 
to meet the situation. 


SHIPPING AND NEUTRALITY 


Undersecretary of State Sumner Welles announced June 25 
that President Roosevelt had no intention of issuing a proclama- 
tion under the neutrality act barring ships, citizens and products 
of the United States from parts of the Soviet Union. He said 
he had been authorized by the President to say that the Presi- 
dent found it not necessary in the present instance to issue a 
proclamation in order to promote the security or preserve the 
peace of the United States. 

Mr. Welles referred to section 1 of the neutrality act, con- 
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taining a provision that ‘whenever the President or the Congress 
by concurrent resolution shall find that there exists a state of 
war between foreign states and that it is necessary to promote 
the security or preserve the peace of the United States, the 
President shall issue a proclamation.” Asked if normal rela- 
tions between the United States and Russia continued to exist 
despite the involvement of the latter in war, Mr. Welles indi- 
cated that such relations did continue to exist. 

With regard to the possibility of chartering ships for trans- 
porting supplies to Russia or release of U. S. ships to that 
country, Mr. Welles said the United States government had had 
no communication from the Soviet government as to the needs 
or requirements of Russia, and asserted that action by the 
United States would be premature until it had received some 
such request. 


MARITIME LABOR BOARD 


Congressional action on H. R. 4107, extending the life of the 
Maritime Labor Board for one year, as amended by the Senate 
oa committee, has been completed (see Traffic World, 
June ; 

President Roosevelt signed the bill June 23. It terminates 
the board June 22, 1942. 


PANAMA CANAL RECORD STOPPED 


By direction of the governor of the Panama Canal, publica- 
tion of the Panama Canal Record has been discontinued for an 
indefinite period. The last issue was dated April 30, 1941, cov- 
ering traffic through the Canal in March. The reason for the 
action taken, it was stated, was pressure of other matters 
and emergency conditions. 


U. S. BARGE EMPLOYES STATUS 


President Roosevelt has issued an executive order exclud- 
ing from civil service requirements until June 30, 1943, employes 
of the Inland Waterways Corporation, the government barge 
line agency. 


LICENSING OF IMPORTS 


The Department of Commerce has assured importers that 
should the United States subject imports to license require- 
ments they would, unless some particular emergency situation 
developed, know of such action in time to make arrangements 
for the conduct of their businesses. This assurance was given 
in an exchange of correspondence with certain importers who 
had inquired into the matter for fear such action might possibly 
be taken without their knowing in time to make arrangements. 


PORT FACILITIES AT PORTLAND, ME. 


Representative Oliver, of Maine, has introduced H. R. 5150, 
authorizing the Maritime Commission to acquire, and to develop 
and use, port facilities in the port of Portland, Me., now oc- 
cupied by the government of Canada through the Canadian 
National Railway and its subsidiary, the Grand Trunk Railway 
of Canada, including all piers, sheds, elevators and ‘“‘such rail- 
road terminals, tracks, and other railroad and terminal facili- 
ties so occupied as in the opinion of the commission are neces- 
ay for the efficient and effective use and operation of such port 
acilities.” 


AUTHORITY TO ORDER SHIPS MOVED 


Under terms of a regulation issued by Secretary of the 
Treasury Henry Morgenthau, Jr., and approved by President 
Roosevelt, captains of ports are authorized to order the re- 
moval of ships from anchorage grounds or areas when the 
presence of the ships is found to be inimical to the maritime in- 
terests of the United States, if the ship is regarded as occupv- 
ing “an unreasonable portion” of the available space in the 
ground or area, or results, in congestion in any anchorage 
ground or area. The new regulation says that port captains 
may require such vessels to “quit and depart from” any anchor- 
age ground or area, or may prevent or prohibit such vessel or 
craft from entering, occupying or remaining in any anchorage 
ground or area. 


WATER SERVICE EXTENSION FORM 


The Commission, by order, not a report and order, has 
prescribed a form to be used by carriers by water, Form 
B. W. C. 7, in making applications for certificates covering ex- 
tension of services made pursuant to the proviso of section 
309(d), part III of the interstate commerce act, by common 
carriers by water, freight and passenger, subject to that act. 

In the recital of reasons for issuance of the form, the 
Commission says that the law provides for the extension of 
Service by common carriers over uncompleted portions of 
waterway projects now or hereafter authorized by Congress, 
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over the completed part of which a carrier already operates, 
as soon as such uncompleted portions are open for navigation. 

The Commission said the clause “as soon as such uncom- 
pleted portions are open for navigation” should be interpreted 
to mean that the extended operations must be instituted within 
a reasonable time after the uncompleted portions are open for 
navigation and that 120 days constitute such reasonable time. 
Under the applicable provisions of the act, a certificate cover- 
ing such extension of services must be obtained from the Com- 
mission, says its recital of facts indicating why it had pre- 
scribed the form. The Commission added that if an extension 
of service was made within 120 days from the opening of navi- 
gation and an application was filed, a certificate covering the 
extended service would be issued without proof of public con- 
venience and necessity. Proof of convenience and necessity, it 
added, would be required in connection with applications after 
the expiration of the 120 day period. The form provides for 
the service of such applications on interested parties in the 
manner provided in the form of application. 


COASTWISE SHIP LOAD INCREASES 


The Senate commerce committee has reported favorably, 
without amendment, S. 1632. In its report the committee said 
the bill was identical with H. R. 4988, which was passed by the 
House June 16 (see Traffic World, June 21). The bills would 
authorize the Secretary of Commerce to lower the load lines 
of vessels subject to the coastwise load line act of 1935, as 
amended, so as to permit a greater amount of tonnage to be 
carried aboard such vessels, only for the duration of the na- 
tional emergency but not after June 30, 1943. 


CANADIAN SHIPS ON GREAT LAKES 


The Senate has agreed to House amendments to S. J. Res. 
65 to permit travel by a ship of Canadian registry between 
American ports to transport members and guests of the Ameri- 
can Legion to and from the convention o fthe Legion at Mil- 
waukee September 15-18. The measure was sent to the Presi- 
dent. 


KEEL OF M. C. SHIP LAID 


The Maritime Commission reported June 21 that the keel 
of another emergency cargo ship was laid that day at the yard 
of the California Shipbuilding Corporation, Los Angeles, Calif. 
It said this was the third keel laid at this yard and the twelfth 
laid to date, and observed that nine yards on the Atlantic, Gulf 
and Pacific coasts were building 312 of these so-called Liberty 
ships, also known as the EC-2 type. Each of these cargo ships, 
according to the commission, has an overall length of about 425 
feet, a width of 57 feet, approximately 10,000 deadweight tons, 
and will be oil-burning steam propelled with a normal speed 
between 10 and 11 knots. 


WAIVER OF NAVIGATION LAWS 


Senator Bailey, of North Carolina, and Representative 
Bland, of Virginia, have introduced, respectively, S. 1658 and 
H. R. 5111, identical bills authorizing the Secretary of Com- 
merce, during the present unlimited national emergency but 
not after June 30, 1943, on direction by the President or on 
written recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, the Secre- 
tary of War, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Maritime Com- 
mission or the Office for Emergency Management, to waive 
compliance with any of the navigation and vessel inspection 
laws of the United States “to such extent and in such manner 
and upon such terms as he may deem necessary or proper for 
the national defense.” 

The House committee on merchant marine and fisheries 
will hold a hearing July 1 on H. R. 5111. 


c. 0. D. A HUNDRED YEARS OLD 


“Cash on delivery,” the American business practice familiar- 
ly called C. O. D., is 100 years old this month, according to the 
Railway Express Agency, which says the first C. O. D. ship- 
ment was made via Harnden’s Express Company, from New 
York City to Fulton, N. Y., in June, 1841, by Erastus Elmer 
Barclay, a New York merchant. From that beginning, it con- 
tinues, C. O. D. has spread to become a general practice in all 
fields of selling and distribution. In 1940, the Railway Express 
Agency handled 6,000,000 C. O. D. transactions and collected 
from consignees, on delivery of shipments, an estimated total 
of $47,380,000. 


HELP WANTED—Transportation Commissioner for Chamber of 
Commerce in city of 250,000 population in Central Freight Association 
Territory. Must be registered practitioner and American citizen. Give 
age, experience, present connection and salary expected. References. 
Address Box 17, Traffic World. 













































Traffic Club Doings 





Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THs Trarric WorLD goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Editor Tue Trarric WorLD. 


The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Balti- 
more, at its last meeting of the season at the Hotel Longfellow, 
June 11, elected the following officers: President, Mary Thomas 
Rogers, Baltimore and Ohio; first vice-president, Evelyn V. 
Crowley, Whitaker Paper Company; second vice-president, Irma 
C. Bock, S. J. Van Lill Company; recording secretary, Mildred 
Kouk Billingsley, Whitaker Paper Company; corresponding sec- 
retary, A. Margaret Bedient, Barton, Duer and Koch Paper 
Company; treasurer, Hazel E. Stein, Bethlehem Steel Com- 
pany; directors for two years, Leah M. Briggeman, Frank L. 
Wight Distilling Company, and Rae Anita Simons, Acme Steel 
Company. Hazel Hare, chairman, nominating committee, pre- 
sided. 





George R. Littell, Sr., terminal agent, Baltimore and Ohio, 
was elected president of the Traffic Club of Cleveland at the 
annual meeting held in connection with 
an outing at the Pine Ridge Country 
Club, Wycliffe, O., June 12. He was 
born in Cincinnati, O., and educated in 
the schools of that city. He entered rail- 
road service with the Baltimore and 
Ohio there in 1897 and was transferred 
to Cleveland in 1921, where, after sev- 
eral promotions, he was appointed to 
the position he now holds. He has served 
the club as a member and chairman of 
its board of governors and as vice-presi- 
dent. He has been active in the affairs 
of the freight station section of the As- 
sociation of American Railroads, serv- 
ing on its committee of direction and as 
its president from 1930 to 1934. He 
is president of the Cleveland Local 
Freight Agents’ Association. The fol- 
lowing were elected to serve with him: 
First vice-president, E. C. Robinson, traffic manager, Standard 
Oil Company of Ohio; second vice-president, Willard Adamson, 
general agent, Northern Pacific Railway; secretary, John E. Haas, 
commercial agent, Lehigh Valley Railroad; treasurer, M. K. 
DeWitt, traffic manager, Lamson and Sessions Company; mem- 
bers of the board of governors, R. W. Andrews, freight agent, 
New York Central; James L. Baxter, traffic manager, Cleveland 
Tractor Company; W. D. Kelley, assistant freight traffic man- 
ager, Nickel Plate Road; F. R. Hysell, general traffic manager, 
The Glidden Company; J. W. Phipps, Jr., assistant general freight 
agent, Baltimore and Ohio; Lloyd F. Rice, traffic manager, Sany- 
metal Products Company; J. C. Sennett, general agent, Liberty 
Highway Company. 








The Elmira, N. Y., Traffic Club will hold its annual outing 
at the Elmira Country Club July 17. Sports will include golf, 
softball, darts, quoits, badminton, and tennis. Luncheon and 
dinner will be served. 





The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of New Or- 
leans held a “political rally” party at the home of Bessie Luthy 
June 28. Amelia Bagala was mistress of ceremonies and intro- 
duced candidates for club offices. Dinner was served. 





At the June meeting of the Women’s Traffic Club of Mil- 
waukee, held recently at the White Manor Inn, Edith C. Krogh, 
manager, women’s division, Transportation Association of 
America, Inc., Chicago, spoke on the St. Lawrence seaway 
project, wages of railroad employes, and other subjects. The 
club elected Dorothy M. Blask editor and Jule McCarthy and 
Cele Abraham associate editors of a monthly publication which 
will make its first appearance in July. 





William C. Fritch, freight claim agent, Southern Pacific, 
spoke at a luncheon of the Los Angeles Transportation Club at 
the Pacific Electric Building June 26. The luncheon was spon- 
sored by the freight claim prevention committee of the Pacific 
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Coast Transportation Advisory Board. 
of the committee, presided. . 


The Fox River Valley Traffic Club (the Wisconsin organi- 
zation, with membership in Fond du Lac, Oshkosh and sur- 
rounding cities) will hold its annual golf outing at the Buttes 
des Morts Country Club, Appleton, Wis., July 15. Luncheon 
and dinner will be served. 


The Traffic Club of Wichita, Kan., held its annual June 
picnic and golf outing at the Westlinks Club June 26. There 
was a baseball game, horseshoe pitching, golfing, and dinner. 


Members of the Richmond, Va., Traffic Club have been 
invited to attend discussional meetings being held this summer 
under the leadership of J. E. Bulluck at the John Marshall 
Hotel. Regulation of motor and water carriers under the inter- 
state commerce act will be discussed. 


The Central Ohio Traffic Club held its annual golf outing 
and dinner at Mansfield, O., June 19. Golf play was at the 
Westbrook Country Club and dinner was at the Mansfield- 
Leland Hotel. J. Gilbert Baird, sales promotion manager, West- 
inghouse Electric and Manufacturing Company, Mansfield, was 
toastmaster at the dinner, and prizes were distributed by 
Charles E. Dinney, president, Northern Pacific. James E. 
Young, passenger and freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad, was 
general chairman in charge of arrangements. 


The Tri-City Traffic Club will hold its annual outing, July 
17, at the Short Hills Country Club, East Moline, Ill. Ken 
Lupton, Ralston Purina Company, is chairman of the outing 
committee. 


The annual golf outing of the Toledo Transportation Club 
was held at the Inverness Country Club June 25. More than 
400 participated. U. E. McFarland, general traffic manager, 
Owens-Illinois Glass Company and Owens-Corning Riberglass 
Corporation, was general chairman of the committee in charge. 
His companies were hosts at breakfast at the Commodore Perry 
Hotel the morning of the outing. 

Leroy Blue, general freight agent, New York Central, 
Pittsburgh, who was elected second vice-president of the 
Traffic Club of Pittsburgh recently, has resigned from that 
office on being appointed general freight agent at Chicago. 
Robert F. Dickson, general agent, Norfolk and Western, has 
been elected to fill the vacancy. In reporting on the club’s 
election, the Traffic World, June 14, erroneously listed C. W. 
Gottschalk of the United Engineering and Foundry Company 
as a new member of the board of governors. Mr. Gottschalk 
is assistant traffic manager, Jones and Laughlin Steel Corpora- 
tion. L. G. Hults, traffic manager, United Engineering and 
Foundry Company, was elected a member of the board. 


T. F. McCue, chairman 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 12253—LaBelle Safety Storage & Moving Co., Minne- 
apolis, Minn., license—was set for June 25, at Minneapolis. 

Hearing in MC 11094 and MC 11096, assigned for June 25, at Colum- 
bus, O., was canceled. 

Hearing in MC 21170, Sub. 9, assigned June 21, Minneapolis, Minn., 
was postponed to July 21, Hotel Nicollet, Minneapolis, Minn., before 
Jt. Bd. 145: 

Hearing |. & S. M-1597, assigned June 23, at Charleston, W. Va., 
was canceled. 

Hearing in MC 3697, assigned June 25, at Boston, Mass., was 
postponed to a date to be hereafter fixed. 

Hearing in |. & S. 4065, assigned June 26, at Atlanta, Ga., was 
canceled. 

Hearing in Fourth Section Ap. 13918, assigned June 27, at Savan- 
nah, Ga., was postponed to a date to be hereafter fixed. 

Hearing in MC F-1544, assigned June 27, Denver, Colo., before 
Examiner Higgins, was changed to the Shirley-Savoy Hotel, instead 
of the Public Utility Comm. 

Hearing in W-78, assigned June 28, Pittsburgh, Pa., was canceled. 

Hearing in |. & S. 4944, assigned for June 26, at Akron, O., was 
canceled. 

Hearing in |. & S. M-1565, assigned for June 27, at Kansas City, 
Mo., was canceled. 

Hearing in W-104, assigned for June 27, at Pittsburgh, Pa., was 
canceled. 

Hearing in |. & S. 4975, assigned for June 28, at Akron, O., was 
canceled. 

Hearing in |. & S. M-1629, assigned for June 28, at Lincoln, Neb., 
was canceled. 


FREIGHT CONTAINER BUREAU PAMPHLETS 


The freight container bureau of the Association of American 
Railroads is distributing three new bulletins, each concerned 
with the packing of a specific commodity. They are: Packing 
kitchen enamel ware in corrugated fibreboard boxes; packing 
X-ray tubes in wooden and fibreboard boxes, and packing Neon 
signs in fibreboard and wooden containers. In each case, the 
bulletin gives the specifications for containers designed to carry 
the merchandise safely in transportation and illustrates with 
diagrams and photographs the necessary inner packing and 
padding. 
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Questions and Answers 


e In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 

practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 
not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him in 
his work, 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 


Tariff Interpretation—Date of Delivery to and Acceptance by 
Carrier Determines Applicable Rate 


Louisiana.—Question: We would very much appreciate your 
advice and opinion on the following subject: 

A shipment was delivered to dock and bill of lading signed 
one day before the rate was substantially reduced; however, 
steamer did not sail until after the date of reduction in rate, same 
being the first scheduled sailing after bill of lading date. 

Did the Commission ever pass on a question of this kind? 
If so, can you cite any such decisions, or any decision of this 
court bearing thereon. 

Answer: In order that the carrier may be charged with refer- 
ence to the custody, care and transportation of goods, it is es- 
sential that as bailee it shall come into possession of the goods, 
which, of course, involves a delivery by the shipper and an ac- 
ceptance by the carrier, and until there has been such delivery 
and acceptance, by which the possession of the goods has been 
transferred from the shipper to the carrier, no liability of the 
carrier with reference to such goods arises. Illinois Central R. 
Co. vs. Smyser, 38 Ill. 354, 87 Amer. Dec. 301; Marcus vs. Chi- 
cago, etc. R. Co., 167 Ill. App. 638. 

Notwithstanding the goods are in the actual custody of the 
carrier, its liability as such does not attach before shipping di- 
rections have been given. However, the liability of the carrier as 
common carrier begins with the actual deliver of the goods for 
transportation, and not merely with the formal execution of a 
receipt or bill of lading; the issuance of a bill of lading is not 
necessary to complete delivery and acceptance. American Fruit 
Growers vs. King, 114 S. E. 861; Howell vs. Seaboard Air Line, 
119 S. E. 198. 

In its decision in Transcontinental Freight Company vs. 
Director-General, 62 I. C. C. 127, the Commission said: 


The shipments were not accepted for transportation until July 1, 
1918. It is well settled that the rate in effect on the date shipments were 
accepted for transportation is the legal rate. 


See, also, Fargo Iron & Metal Co. vs. Great Northern Ry. 
Co., 46 I. C. C. 399; Stickell & Sons vs. Pennsylvania R. Co., 151 
Bw. C. 266. 


Sale of Goods by Carrier for Freight Charges 


indiana.—Question: A carload shipment moved from A to 
B, which the consignee refused to accept. The car was held at 
destination for several days and then forwarded by the carriers 
to another point in the state and sold at public auction. 

The accrued charges amounted to $300 more than the amount 
realized and the carriers have billed the shippers for the deficit. 
Are the shippers responsible ? ? 

Were carriers justified, for instance, in forwarding this car 
from its original destination to the other point and storing it 
there for a period of eleven months, accumulating charges greatly 
in excess of the amount that was subsequently realized? It 
would have been, for example, better to have disposed of the 
shipment at its first destination for whatever it would bring or 
even to destroy it altogether than to handle it as they did. 

Answer: With respect to the sale of non-perishable prop- 
erty by a carrier for its freight charges, paragraph B of section 
4of the Uniform Bill of Lading provides: 


Where non-perishable property which has been transported to 
destinations hereunder is refused by consignee or party entitled to re- 
ceive it, or said consignee or party entitled to receive it fails to receive 
it within 15 days after notice of arrival shall have been duly sent or 
given, the carrier may sell the same at public auction to the highest 
bidder, at such place as may be designated by the carrier: Provided, 
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That the carrier shall have first mailed, sent or given to the consignor 
notice that the property has been refused or remains unclaimed, as 
the case may be, and that it will be subject to sale under the terms of 
the bill of lading if disposition be not arranged for, and shall have 
published notice containing a description of the property, the name 
of the party to whom consigned, or, if shipped order notify, the name 
of the party to be notified, and the time and place of sale, once a week 
for two successive weeks, in a newspaper of general circulation at the 
place of sale or nearest place where such newspaper is published; 
Provided, That 30 days shall have elapsed before publication of notice 
of sale after said notice that the property was refused or remains un- 
claimed was mailed, sent or given. 


Prior to the incorporation of the above provisions in the 
Uniform Bill of Lading the sale of refused or unclaimed goods 
by a carrier for its freight charges was governed by the statute 
of the state in which the sale was made. The above quoted sec- 
tions of the bill of lading presumably have the effect of setting 
aside the statutes of the several states in so far as the sale of 
goods for freight charges are concerned. 


In Sowega Melon Growers Association vs. Pere Marquette 
Ry. Co., 194 S. E. 917, whether railroad should have sooner exer- 
cised right given in bill of lading to sell watermelon shipment, 
for its own protection and to reduce amount shipper would have 
to pay in the event that consignee did not pay freight charges 
was held for jury. 


Reconsigning—Liability of Destination Carrier for Failure to 
Transport Division Instructions to Preceding Carrier 


Virginia.—Question: In the Traffic World of June 14, 1941, 
page 1525, answer to “Tennessee,” under the above caption, your 
answer concludes with the statement: 


It is our opinion that as the delivering carrier accepted the ship- 
per’s instructions for diversion, it is liable for additional freight 
charges resulting from its failure to transmit such diversion instructions 
to a preceding carrier, if the instructions were placed in time to effect 
the diversion. 


Southern Freight Tariff Bureau, Freight Tariff 161-S, F. D. 
Miller’s I. C. C. No. 660, page 8, Section 1, Item 50 (B) pro- 
vides: ‘‘These rules apply to a car which is in the possession of 
this line as a road haul carrier,” etc., and Item 80 (E): 


When an order under these rules is received by this line after 
the car has been delivered to a connecting road-haul carrier, or is re- 
ceived too late for this line to effect the change desired before delivery 
to a connecting road-haul carrier, such order will be promptly trans- 
mitted direct to the connecting road-haul carrier to which car was de- 
livered, when the responsibility of this line will end; and the car will be 
subject to the rules of the carrier on whose rails the order is accom- 
plished. 


While there is no doubt a moral obligation upon the carrier 
to transmit a diversion order to a preceding carrier under the 
circumstances indicated in the question, in face of Section 6 of 
the Act, in my opinion, the carrier is under no obligation to per- 
form any service not provided for in its tariff publication and 
could not lawfully protect an excess charge caused by failure to 
transmit the diversion order to the preceding carrier. I under- 
stand the provisions of Miller’s tariff are typical of similar pro- 
visions in other tariffs. I.have taken this position on several 
claims referred to me and thus far neither the court nor the 
commission has been called upon to reverse my position. The 
situation raised by the question is entirely different from that 
of a diversion order placed with an initial or succeeding carrier 
in a contractual relationship with the shipper at the time the 
diversion order is placed, whereas in the stated case the diversion 
order is placed with a carrier which is under no contractual rela- 
tionship with the shipper or consignee and may never handle the 
shipment at all. 


Answer: It is apparent that under the tariff to which you 
refer, the service of transmitting reconsigning instructions to a 
preceding carrier is not held out by the carriers parties thereto. 

Therefore, to hold a carrier liable for its failure to transmit 
reconsigning instructions under such circumstances, it would be 
necessary to hold that the carrier by reason of having accepted 
such instructions was required to act thereon, regardless of tariff 
provisions imposing the obligation. 

Upon further consideration, we do not believe the carrier 
could be held liable. 


Tariff Interpretation 


Louisiana.—Question: We would very much appreciate your 
advice and opinion on the following: 

Will the rates, as carried in indexes 20680 to 20855 inclusive, 
on page 83 of Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference Tariff 
97, MF-I. C. C. No. 134, which was later brought up on page 17 
of Supplement 32, also index 20870 of the tariff, apply on nails, 
roofing, fencing, and barbed wire in straight or mixed carloads? 

It is our contention that the rates are applicable on these 
commodities in straight or mixed carloads; however, some of the 
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truck carriers, who are parties to this tariff, contend that the 
rates apply only on roofing nails and barbed wire fencing. 
Answer: Index 20870 of the tariff to which you refer, pro- 
vides: 
Iron and Steel Articles, viz.: Wire, Nails, Fence Wire, Roofing, 


galvanized (corrugated), in straight or mixed shipments, volume mini- 
mum weight 5,000 Ibs. 


In our opinion the above index applies on the following ar- 
ticles: No. 1—wire; No. 2—nails; No. 3—fence wire; and No. 
4—Roofing, galvanized (corrugated), in straight or mixed ship- 
ments. In other words index 20870 applies on a series of articles 
separated by semicolons. 

Webster’s Dictionary states that a semicolon is a point used 
in printing and writing chiefly in a co-ordinating function between 
major sentence elements, separating them with more distinction 
than a comma or dash. 

Index No. 20680 to 20855 inclusive of Supplement No. 32 to 
the same tariff provides: 


Iron and Steel Articles, viz.: Nails, roofing (see Note A); Fencing, 
barbed wire; Pipe or Tubing, iron or steel, wrought, not plate nor 
sheet, N. O. I. (See Note B); and Roofing, painted (priming coat only), 
galvanized, lead coated, terne coated or plain (see Note A); in straight 
or mixed shipments, volume minimum weight 15,000 lbs. 

Note A—Rates will also apply on accompanying slips, fasteners, 
ridge rolls, capping (exclusive of cresting or ornamental pieces), etc., 
not exceeding 10° of the weight upon which charges are assessed. 

Note B—Rates apply only on pipe or tubing made from skelp iron 
or steel or on seamless pipe or tubing made from ingots, billets or 
disks. 


Our interpretation of the above item is that it authorizes the 
shipments of the following articles only in straight or mixed 
carloads: No. 1—Roofing nail; No. 2—Barbed wire fencing; No. 
3—Pipe or tubing, and; No. 4—Roofing. 

In making a comparison between the commodities covered 
in Index 20870 of the tariff and in Index Nos. 20680 and 20855 
inclusive, of Supplement No. 32, we find that, in our opinion, 
Index No. 20870 provides rates on any kind of wire, nails, fence 
wire, and roofing, galvanized (corrugated), made of iron and 
steel, whereas the other items referred to apply on roofing nails 
only, except as provided in Note A, barbed wire fencing only, 
pipe or tubing as described and roofing, painted (priming coat 
only), as described, made from iron and steel, all items to be 
shipped in straight or mixed shipments. 


Freight Charges—Liability for Where Shipment Is Reconsigned 
by Original Consignee on Bill of Lading in Which Section 7 
Stipulation Signed by Shipper 


Utah.—Question: Referring to your answer to Tennessee 
on page 1401 of the May 3i1st issue of the Traffic World, 
wherein you discuss signing of Section 7 of the bill of lading 
insofar as it relieves shippers of the responsibilities for freight 
charges accrued at destination. 


You hold that the signing of the stipulation has no force or 
effect in regard to freight charges that are prepaid in full. This, 
of course, depends on whether the shipment is delivered to the 
destination shown in the bill of lading and to which the ship- 
ment is prepaid. What would be the case where the freight 
charges are prepaid and the car diverted to another destination, 
taking a higher freight rate? Would the signing of Section 7 by 
the shipper relieve him of responsibility for the additional charges 
beyond the destination to which he prepaid the shipment? 


Answer: There are several cases involving the liability of 
the party who reconsigns the shipment for freight charges, some 
of which hold that party liable, while other cases hold the 
party reconsigning the shipment not to be liable for the freight 
charges. The cases which hold that the party who reconsigns 
a shipment is not liable for the freight charges are Davis vs. City 
Fuel Co., 248 S. W. 572; C. & O. Ry. Co. vs. Southern Coal, 
Coke & Mining Co., 254 Ill. App. 238; Dare vs. N. &. C. R. Co., 
20 Fed. (2d) 379; N. Y. C. R. Co. vs. Sharp, 206 N. Y. S. 755; 
Cc. C. C. & St. L. vs. Southern Coal & Coke Co., 248 S. W. 297; 
Wallingford Bros. vs. Bush, 255 Fed. 949; Railroad Co. vs. Browne 
Grain Co., 166 S. W. 400, the latter two cases being cited in the 
case first referred to. 


The cases which hold to the contrary are N. Y. C. R. Co. vs. 
Warren-Rose Lumber Co., 137 N. E. 224; New Jersey Central 
Ry. Co. vs. McCartney, 52 Atl. 575; C. B. & Q. R. Co. vs. Evans, 
228 S. W. 853; R. Co. vs. Townsend, 100 Atl. 355; N. Y. C. R. 
Co. vs. Mahoney, 244 N. Y. S. 395; P. R. Co. vs. Rice Coal Co., 
148 N. E. 349; Wabash Ry. Co. vs. Horn, 40 Fed. (2d) 905; Cen- 
tral R. Co. of N. J. vs. National Asbestos Mfg. Co., 127 Atl. 
184, and C. L. Hills Co. vs. L. & N., 162 N. E. 761. 

The original consignor, under the decisions cited below, 
would not be liable for additional freight charges resulting from 
the reconsignment of the shipment by the original consignee 
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thereof. See Houston & T. C. R. R. Co. vs. Lee County Produce 
Co., 14 Fed. (2d) 145; Penna. R. Co. vs. United Collieries, 18 
N. E. (2d) 1000; New York R. Co. vs. Trans-American Petroleum 
Corp., 108 Fed. (2d) 994. 


Tariff interpretation—Caption of Item Must Be Considered in 
Determining Application 


Wisconsin.—Question: Would you please give us your views 
on the following: We made a shipment of ten cartons of Cabi- 
nets, N. O. L, other than furniture, set up without glass to In- 
dianapolis via truck L. C. L. on which we claimed 65% rating as 
shown in Item 10724 of Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Inc. Tariff 15-A, MF- I. C. C. No. B-184 (W. L. Meyers Series). 

If you will refer to this item you will note it is headed 
“Telephone Industrial Supplies and Materials, viz.:” Our cabi- 
net is not related to telephone supplies in any way, however, we 
claimed that inasmuch as the item specifically called for the 
cabinets in question and as the legal wording of the item is 
absolutely true in all respects to the item which we shipped, 
10724 was the proper item to be used. We also referred them 
to the decision in Northwest Steel Company vs. Director-General, 
681. C.C. 19% 

The carrier states that if the shipment in question was not 
actually telephone supplies and materials and not susceptible 
to use in the telephone industry the rating prescribed in Item 
10724 would not apply. 

Isn’t it true also that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
has frequently found that it is unlawful to attempt by tariff 
description to make rates dependent upon the use to which the 
commodity is put? 

Answer: An examination of Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau Inc. Agent, MF-I. C. C. No. B-184 shows that Item 
10724-G, applying on Electrical Supplies and Material, has been 
cancelled, effective April 29, 1941, by Supplement No. 69 thereto, 
reference being made to the National Motor Freight Classifica- 
tion for basis to apply. 

It is also noted that in Supplement No. 31, effective May 1, 
1940, Item 10724-B—Electrical Supplies and Materials—amended 
entry reading: “Cabinets, N. O. IL. in N. M. F. C., other than fur- 
niture, without glass,” by adding ‘(see Exception).” 

The exception reads: “Wherever reference is made to this 
exception, ratings apply only on those articles when in mixed 
shipments with other articles named in this item, and then only 
when the total weight of the articles referring to this exception 
does not exceed 40 per cent of the total weight of the entire 
shipment.” 

If your shipment of ten cartons of these cabinets was made 
subsequent to the last day of April, 1940, it would have been 
subject to the above exception which would have without doubt 
restricted you from applying the rating in this item. However, 
notwithstanding what has happened since the item was published 
in the tariff, it is our opinion that Item 10724 is not applicable to 
your movement. If your cabinet was identical, interchangeable 
or susceptible to the uses or purposes of the electrical cabinet 
you would be entitled to the ratings published, but as you have 
stated in your letter that your cabinet is not related to telephone 
supplies in any way, we are of the opinion that you are not 
entitled to the rating in Item 10724, for the reason you have not 
taken into consideration the heading of the item, namely Tele- 
phone industrial supplies and materials. 

To support our opinion in the matter we refer you to Sun- 
beam Electric Mfg. Co. vs. Chicago & E. I. Ry. Co., 235 I. C. C. 
97. In this case the complainant corporation alleged that the 
rates charged on copper refrigerating condensers, in carloads, 
were inapplicable. These articles were rated 4th class in the 
governing classification under the caption “Machinery and Ma- 
chines, * * *: Ice Making or Refrigerating.” When the ship- 
ment moved exceptions to the classification provided 5th class 
rating on “Machinery (electrical), electrical appliances and sup- 
plies, minimum weight 30,000 lbs., viz: * * * Condensers (other 
than radio or telephone).” Complainant contended that since 
the exception applied on “condensers” the 5th class rates were 
applicable. The Commission stated that this contention over- 
looked the fact that the condensers in the exceptions are re- 
stricted by the caption of the item to electrical machinery, ap- 
pliances, and supplies; that the commodity shipped had not been 
shown to be an electric machine, appliance, or a supply thereof. 
See Federal Rubber Co. of Ill. vs. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 122 
I. C. C. 331, and Barnard-Curtiss Co. vs. New York C. & St. L. R. 
Co., 220 I. C. C. 733. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THs TRaFFIC WoRLD. New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


june 30—Akron, O.—Hotel Mayflower—Examiner Rice: 
28598—American Airlines, Inc., vs. B. & O. et al. 
june 30—Boise, Ida.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Higgins: 

MC F-1530—Consolidated Freightways, Inc., purchase, R. A. Davis. 
june 30—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Flood: 

MC 51006, Sub. 1—Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc., Boston. 

june 30—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Engelhart: 

mC F-1551—Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, L. E. Ott. 
June 30—Charleston, W. Va.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 118: 

MC 66562, Subs. 258, 259 and 260—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New 

York, N. Y., certificate to extend operations. 
june 30—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
mC 20895—Carolina Transfer Co., Inc., Greenville, S. C. 


June 30—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Binkley: 
MC 2893—Available Fireproof Warehouses, Inc., Chicago, certificate 
or permit. 


MC 2967, Sub. 1—Brewer Brothers, Monticello, Ind., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 

June 30—Denver, Colo.—Cosmopolitan Hotel—Commissioner Patterson 
and Examiner Mattingly: 


28496—Proportional rates of common carriers and minimum charges 
of contract carriers. 


|, & S. M-1083 and Sups. 1 to 5 incl.—Contract charges on forwarder 


shipments. 
|. & S. M-1084 and Sups 1 to 22 incl.—Proportional rates on various 
commodities. 
| & S. M-1494—Dairy products from, to and within Iowa and Ne- 
braska. 


MC C-111—Mobile, Alabama—Proportional rates. 

|. & S. 4774—Proportional L. C. L. rates in Miss. and Tenn, 
|. & S. 4784—Proportional L. C. L. rates in Fla. 

1. & S. 4793—Proportional L. C. L. rates in Southwest. 


June 30—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 1649, Subs. 8, 9 and 10—Railway Express Motor Transport, Inc., 
New York, N. Y., certificate to extend operations. 


june 30—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
28663—Green’s Fuel, Inc., vs. Atlanta & St. Andrews Bay et al. 


june 30—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 84340—E. B. Lewy, Greenville, Miss., certificate or permit. 


June 30—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 6887—Holmes Van & Storage Co., Minneapolis, Minn., certificate 
or permit. 


June 30—Philadelphia—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 30001—Boushell Carrier Co., Inc., Stroudsburg, Pa. 


June 30—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 64939 and Sub. 1—Keystone Transfer Co., Uniontown, Pa. 


June 30—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bds. 11 and 172: 
MC 58921, Sub. 3—Willis Truck Service, McMinnville, Ore., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 102382—American Trucking Service Co., Eugene, Ore., certificate. 


June 30—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 185: 

MC 80621 and Sub. 1—J. Frick, Jr., Yankton, S. D. 
June 30—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 

MC C-170—Howe-Hill Truck Lines, common carrier rates. 

1. & S. M-1532—G. M. Brasher, between St. Louis and Ark. points. 


July 1—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Engelhart: 

* MC F-1577--Charles Palisano et al.—control—Boss-Linco Lines, Inc. 
* MC F-1578—Charles Palisano et al.—control—Faxlines, Inc. 

* MC F.1579—Charles Palisano et al.—control—Lawlines, Inc. 


July 1—Charleston, W. Va.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Werner: 
|. & S. M-1600—Grocerles, feed, machinery between W. Va. and Ohio, 
Pa. points. 


July 1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 25798—Clay Hyder, Hendersonville, N. C., certificate or permit. 


July 1—Chicago, I!1.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Binkley: 
MC 30837, Sub. 4—Kenosha Auto Transport Corp., Springfield, O., 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 1—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Fuller: 
28627—Geo. E. Fern Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al. 


July 1—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 63676, Sub. 1—B. E. Warren, Crawfordsville, Ind., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 102132—Gas City Transfer, Inc., Gas City, Ind., permit. 


July i—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Corcoran: 
Ex Parte MC 23—Midwestern motor carrier rates. 


July 1—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 29514, Sub. 1—Haustein Fuel & Transfer Co., Red Wing, Minn., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 77051—L. E. Oliver, St. Paul, Minn., certificate or permit to 
extend operations. 
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July 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 60463, Sub. 1—Tri-State Forwarding Co., Shamokin Dam, Pa., 
certificate, 
MC 102323—Gus Bono, Norristown, Pa., certificate. 


July 1—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 5: 
MC 102455—California Northwest Motor Freight, Portland, certificate, 
July 1—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 95392, Sub. 1—Granstra Brothers, Sheldon, Ia., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


July 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 

W-260—Smith Rowland Co., Inc., exemption section 303(e). 
July 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Carpenter: 

Finance 11681—N. Y. S. & W. reorganization. 


July 2—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Flood: 
MC 43067, Sub. 1—Hemeon Brothers Motor Coach Service, Beverly, 
Mass., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 52650, Sub. 1—Atlantic Moving & Warehouse, Dorchester, Mass., 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 2—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Engelhart: 
* MC F-1581—Charles A. Kuhns, purchase, Edna Q. Briody. 


July 2—Charieston, W. Va.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Werner: 
MC 44543, Sub. 1—Russell Transfer Co., St. Albans, W. Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 89972, Sub. 2—L. J. Navy, Huntington, W. Va., certificate. 


July 2—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-1612—Packing house products, etc., Charlotte, N. C., to 
S. C. and Va. points. 
MC C-272—Various commodities between Charlotte and S. C., Va. 
July 2—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Walsh: 
28650—Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. P. & W. Va. et al. 
July 2—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 101659—Central Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Indianapolis. 
July 2—Mobile, Ala.—Hotel Cawthon—Examiner Archer: 
1. & S. 4948—Asbestos waste, Canada and Vt. to New Orleans. 


July 2—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 61427, Sub. No. 1—Victory Storage Co., Philadelphia, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 101955—Henry R. Edwards Jr., Langhorne, Pa. 


July 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 49343, Sub. 1—Guyer Brothers, Bound Brook, N. J. 
MC 610, Sub. 2—H. M. Skinner & Sons, New Bethlehem, Pa., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
July 2—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel: : 
MC 18209 and MC 92633—J. W. Tocco, College Place, Wash. 


July 2—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
MC F-1541—Arthur W. Lee and George V. Eastes, purchase, West 
Coast Transport Co. 
July 2—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 102275—G. Wedergren, Lyons, Neb., certificate. 
MC 102276—H. J. Kuhn, Pender, Neb., certificate. 
MC 102277—J. M. Robinson, Sr., Bancroft, Neb., certificate. 
MC 102333—Wm. Rohrke, Norfolk, Neb., certificate. 
MC 102332—O. Bekcer, Allen, Neb., certificate. 
July 2—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 148: 
MC 102274—R. Jensen, Beresford, S. D. 
July 2—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 96395—Crawford Moving Vans, St. Louis, Mo., certificate. 
MC 102327—Wilhelm’s Van Service, Benton, Il. 
July 3—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Flood: 
MC 102446—Car Transport Co., Boston, Mass., certificate. 
MC 2667, Sub. 3—R. H. Fewtrell, Malden, Mass. 


July 3—Charleston, W. Va.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Werner: 
MC 47142, Sub. 2—C. I. Whitten Transfer Co., Huntington, W. Va., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 102595—Wilkinson Transfer, Glasgow, W. Va., certificate. 
July 3—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-1464—Anti-freeze, boxes, wool—N. J. and Pa. to N. C. 
MC C-249—Shoddy and scoured wool, Pa. and N. J. to N. C. 
July 3—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Binkley: 
MC 89787, Sub. 1—Sentle Trucking Co., Toledo, Ohio, permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 30416, Sub. 2—Sentle Trucking Co., Toledo, Ohio, certificate to 
extend operations. 
July 3—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
28658—Rockford Brick and Tile Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
July 3—Indianapolis, Ind.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 2969—North Star Express, Chalmers, Ind. 
July 3—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 247: 
MC 61935, Sub. 3—Fred Jones Truck Lines, Harrison, Ark. 
July 3—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 215: 
* MC 61935, Sub. 3—Fred Jones Truck Lines, Harrison, Ark., certificate 
to extend operations. 
July 3—Mobile, Ala.—Cawthorn Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
Fourth section aps. 17472 and 17631—Starch to Mobile, Ala., and 
Panama City, Fla. 
Fourth section ap. 18855—Starch and dextrine to Port St. Joe, Fila. 
July 3—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 74618, Sub. 2—Warren Transfer & Storage Co., Warren, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 75817, Sub. 1—E. J. Lowery, McKeesport, Pa., permit to extend 
operations, 
July 3—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 100348, Sub. 6—R. R. Smith, Portland, Ore., certificate to extend 
operations, 
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Digest of New Complaints 





MC C-281, pecans in the shell—rating to and from southwest. 
Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its 
own motion, into the ratings and classifications, etc., on pecans 
in the shell, minimum 30,000 pounds, between points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas, and points in Iowa, 
Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Wisconsin maintained by parties to joint tariff 
MF-I. C. C. No. 113 of Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, 
Ine., MF-I. C. C. No. 38 of Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Inc., MF-I. C. C. No. 54 of Western Trunk Line Motor Common 
Carriers Bureau, and MF-I. C. C. No. 70 of Agent J. D. Hughett. 
No. 28680, Monolith Portland Cement Co., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. A. T. 
& S. F. 


Alleges unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory and unduly prefer- 
ential rates on Portland and other cements, carloads, from Mono- 
lith, Calif., to Phoenix, Ariz., and intermediate points, and points 
adjacent to Phoenix. Asks rates equal to, or less than those from 
Colton, Crestmore and Victorville, Calif., and reparation. (Alfred 
L. Black, Jr., and Joseph T. Enright, 910 Spring Arcade Bldg., Los 
Angeles, Calif.) 

MC C-268, Sub. 12, Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc., Chicago, IIl., vs. 
Gustave Robertson, dba Robertson Freight Lines. 

Alleges willful failure by defendant to perform transportation 
service by motor in interstate commerce held out by it in its 
tariff schedules, in violation of part II of the interstate commerce 
act. Asks a cease and desist order. Says defendant is a common 
carrier of property, operating between points in Oregon, including 
Portland, and points in other states. (C. G. Stallings, 619 W. Chi- 
cago Ave., Chicago, IIl.) 

No. 28679, Middle Fork Railroad Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 

Alleges division of 15 cents a ton accorded complainant by de- 
fendants on bituminous coal transported by complainant unreason- 
able, in violation of section 1, unduly prejudicial to complainant 
in violation of section 15, and otherwise in violation of the act 
in failing to accord a fair return, or any return, to complainant. 
Asks a cease and desist order and establishment for the future, 
applied to transportation of bituminous coal, carloads, from Cassity, 
W. Va., to Chicago, Ill., and points taking the same rates, to all 
destinations on defendants’ lines, according as they participate in 
the transportation, in Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, Vermont, New Hampshire and Maine, and 
to Washington, D. C., and points taking the same rate, a division 
according complainant not less than 30 cents a ton. (Wilbur 
LaRoe, Jr., Investment Building, Washington, D. C.) 

MC C-280, paint, etc., from Chicago, Ill., to Denver, Colo. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 2, on its 
own motion, into and concerning the reasonableness and lawfulness 
otherwise of the rates and charges, and the rules, etc., affecting 
such rates and charges, applicable to the transportation by Rocky 
Mountain Lines, Inc., Lincoln, Neb., in interstate and foreign com- 
merce, of paint, paint ingredients, putty and commodities grouped 
therewith, minima 7,000, 12,000 and 20,000 pounds, from Chicago, 
Ill., tc Denver, Colo., named in items Nos. 220 and 1190 of Rocky 
Mountain Lines, Inc., tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 (Phillips Lines 
Series), as amended. 

No. 28676, Simpson and Davison, Chicago, Ill., vs. C. IL & L. et al. 

Rates, Indiana limestone, rough or sawed 4 sides or less; from 
Hunters, Victor and Bloomington, Ind., to Chicago, in violations 
of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for com- 
petitors in Central Freight Association territory. Asks a rate 
of 18 cents and reparation. (L. E. Whitney, 1002 Wilson Ave., 
Chicago, Il. 

No. 28676, Sub. No. 1, Zimmerman Cut Stone Co., Chicago, vs. Belt 
Railway Co. of Chicago et al. 

Similar allegation and prayer as the foregoing as to shipments 
from Bloomington, Ellettsville and Victor, Ind., to Chicago. (L. E. 
Whitney, 1002 Wilson Ave., Chicago, Ill.) 

No. 28676, Sub. No. 2, Chicago Cut Stone Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. Belt 
Railway Co. of Chicago et al. 

Similar allegation and prayer as the foregoing with respect to 
shipments from Bloomington, Clear Creek and Victor, Ind., to 
Chicago. (L. E. Whitney, 1002 Wilson Ave., Chicago, IIl.) 


July 3—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 45657, Sub. 1—Anderson Motor Service Co., St. Louls, certificate 
to extend operations. 
July 5—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Flood: 
1. & S. M-1646—Canned goods, sugar, flour—Boston to Providence. 
July 5—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
1. & S. 4979—Washing machine wringers, Waterloo to Peoria. 
July 5—Medford, Ore.—County Court—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-1534—Pacific Truck Express, purchase, Pacific Motor Trucking 


Co. 
July 7—Chicago, I!!l.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Binkley: 
MC 102217—Big Five Trucking Service, Gary, Ind., certificate. 
July 7—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 149: 


MC 20260, Sub. 2—Co-Ordinated Transport, Inc., of Ill., Chicago, IIL, 
certificate to extend operations. 
July 7—Cincinnati, Ohio—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Werner: 
MC 102248—Dayton Transp. Co., Dayton, Ohio, permit. 
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July 7—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Burns: 
1. & S. M-1546—Oil field equipment, etc., in Kan., Okla. and Tey, 
MC C-266—Oil field machinery and supplies in Kan., Okla., Tex, 


July 7—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC C-238—Oil Field Haulers Association, Inc., vs. C. Dobson Dunn, 
MC C-239—Oil Field Haulers Association, et al. vs. Midwest Oil Fielq 
Carriers Bureau, L. Elroach, agt. 
MC C-240—Oil Field Haulers Association et al. vs. G. W. Wilson ang 
John Detamore dba Wilson Truck Co. 


July 7—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 22229, Sub. 1—Terminal Transport Co., Inc., Indianapolis, Ind, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 22229—Terminal Transport Co., Inc., Indianapolis, Ind, 


July 7—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower Hotel—Jt. Bd. 205: 

* MC 2900, Sub. 14—Great Southern Trucking Co., Jacksonville, Fila, 
certificate to extend operations. 

* MC 10897, Sub. 18—Acme Freight Lines, Inc., Jacksonville, Fla., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 

* MC 36473, Sub. 13—Central Truck Lines, Inc., Tampa, Fla., certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Fuller: 
28504—Baltimore Steam Packet Co. et al. vs. A. G,. S. et al. 


July 7—LaCrosse, Wis.—U. S. Court—Examiner Walsh: 
Fourth section ap. 18497—Coal to Winona and Red Wing, Minn. 


July 7—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 145: 
MC 3575, Sub. 1—Bernd Trux, Inc., Chicago, Ill. 
MC 58928, Sub. 1—Alma Truck Line, Alma, Wis. 
MC 52310, Sub. 1—Bruce Motor Freight, Inc., Des Moines, 
MC 71011, Sub. 1—United Shipping Co., Minneapolis. 
MC 56169, Sub. 2—A. G. Henneman, Bloomer, Wis. 
MC 2254, Sub. 1—T. H. Hulbert Casement, Fordville, N. D. 
MC 13079, Sub. 1—Ward Transfer, Anoka, Minn. 
MC 11112, Sub. 2—Murphy Motor Freight Lines, Inc., St. Paul, Minn, 
MC 13333, Sub. 4—Buckingham Transportation Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 3127, Sub. 1—Anderson Truck Line, Fargo, N. D. 
MC 36191, Sub. 2—J. E. Ward, Administrator of the Estate of D. J. 
Ward, Deceased, Princeton, Minn. 
MC 36191, Sub. 1—D. J. Ward Transfer, Princeton, Minn. 


MC 15606, Sub. 1—Hennepin Transportation Co., Inc., Minneapolis. 
MC 17481, Sub. 1—Moore Motor Freight Lines, St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 29555, Sub. 4—Briggs Transfer Co., Whitehall, Wis. 

MC 29937, Sub. 2—Volck Bros., Inc., Bruce, Wis. 

MC 22200, Sub. 1—E. Barton, St. Paul, Minn. 


MC 29587, Sub. 1—Zephyr Freight Lines, Inc., St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 21972, Sub. 1—H. Anderson, St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 9921, Sub. 2—Western Transportation Co., Watertown, S. D. 
MC 8964, Sub. 4—Witte Transportation Co., St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 60124, Sub. 1—Roswick Truck Line, Bismarck, N. D. 

MC 70426, Sub. 3—Schumacher Motor Express, Eau Claire, Wis. 
MC 79483, Sub. 1—R. E. Wallin, St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 78643, Sub. 2—Hart Motor Express, Minneapolis, Minn. 

MC 80430, Sub. 6—Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., La Crosse, Wis. 
MC 8878, Sub. 1—Cary Transfer Co., Inc., Eau Claire, Wis. 

MC 28181, Sub. 1—Smith Transit Co., St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 88739—Roy R. Ferry, St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 648, Sub. 1—Silver Express, Sisseton, S. D. 

MC 7807, Sub. 1—Wausau Service Co., Inc., Wausau, Wis. 

MC 63778, Sub. 1—Ralph’s Transfer Line, Minneapolis. 

MC 1550, Sub. 2—Advance Express, Milwaukee. 


MC 77486, Sub. 2—Mueller Transportation Co., Eau Claire, Wis. 

MC 69224, Sub. 4—H. & W. Motor Express Co., Dubuque, Ia. 

MC 511, Sub. 1—Gruby Transfer, Webster, S. D. 

MC 3563, Sub. 3—National Freight Lines, Inc., Chicago. 

66788, Sub. 2—Raymond Bros. Motor Transportation, Inc., St. 
Cloud, Minn. 

MC 58929, Sub. 3—G. & P. Transportation Co., Inc., Aberdeen, §. D. 

MC 101017—Western Cooperative Trucking Association, Jamestown, 
N. D. 


MC 96122—Heck Transfer, Minneapolis. 

MC 995—Hyman Transportation Co., Aberdeen, S. D. 

MC 101078—Red Truck Line, St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 42487, Sub. 11—Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Portland, Ore. 
MC 41732, Sub. 1—Dayton Lapham, St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 43475, Sub. 3—Glendenning Transfer Service, St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 41382, Sub. 1—Certified Motor Transport, Minneapolis. 

MC 59763, Sub. 2—Hanson Transfer, Webster, S. D. 

MC 58948, Sub. 4—Union Transfer Co., Omaha, Neb. 

MC 44360, Sub. 3—R-B Distributing Co., Aberdeen, S. D. 

MC 47644, Sub. 2—Northern Transportation Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 49412, Sub. 1—F. R. Clark, Akeley, Minn. 

MC 45919, Sub. 1—Freight Brokerage & Transit Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 71097, Sub. 1—Northern Freight Lines, Inc., St. Paul. 

MC 81292, Sub. 2—Tri-State Transportation Co., Sioux Falls, S. D. 
MC 73546, Sub. 2—Central Wisconsin Motor Transport Co., Chicago. 
MC 24221, Sub. 3—Janke Transfer Co., Detroit Lakes, Minn. 

MC 26519, Sub. 3—Wheeler Transportation Co., Menasha, Wis. 

MC 23111, Sub. 2—Service Transfer & Storage Co., La Crosse, Wis. 
MC 90189—Belden Transfer, Newport, Minn. 

MC 46415, Sub. 1—Flambeau Freight Lines, South Park Falls, Wis. 
MC 76266, Sub. 5—Merchants Motor Freight, Inc., St. Paul, Minn. 
MC 83042, Sub. 1—Knaus Truck Lines, Kansas City, Mo. 

MC 45266, Sub. 2—Cherneske Motor Transport, Minneapolis, Minn. 
MC 59681, Sub. 4—Dakota Transfer and Storage Co., Minot, N. D. 
MC 74293, Sub. 1—P. Redner, Minneapolis, Minn. 

MC 74844, Sub. 1—Johnson Truck Service, Minneapolis, Minn. 

MC 29120, Sub. 4—Wilson Storage and Transfer Co., Sioux Falls, S.): 
MC 42380, Sub. 2—Minnesota-Wisconsin Truck Line, St. Paul, Min 
MC 88684—E. L. Murphy Trucking Co., St. Paul, Minn. 

MC 36994, Sub. 1—Speedway Transit, Marshall, Minn. 
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June 28, 1941 


MC 35628, Sub. 3—Interstate Motor Freight System, Grand Rapids, 
Mich., certificate to extend operations. 
*MC 100168, Sub. 1—Nelson Transfer Co., Minneapolis, Minn., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
july 7—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson Hotel. 
|. & S. M-1670—Arrow Transportation Co., rates and ratings. 


july 7—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
|, & S. 4920 and ist Sup.—Petroleum products in southern states. 


july 7—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 

MC 95984—Red River Barge Line, Plaquemine, La., certificate. 

MC 889, Sub. 7—Southeast Arkansas Freight Line, Inc., Pine Bluff, 
Ark., certificate to extend operations. 


july 7—Philadelphia, Pa.—Adelphia Hotel—Examiner Parker: 
|. & S. M-1638—Irwin Sell—Commodity, Pa., to N. J. and N. Y. 
1. & S. M-1649—Classifications, charges between Philadelphia, Pa., 
Camden, Gloucester, N. J. 


July 7—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 42090, Sub. 1—E. D. Abel, Uniontown, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations, 
MC 62219, Sub. 3—W. Vale, Rogers, O., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


july 7—Portland, Ore.—Hotel Multnomah—Examiner Linn: 
MC 679—Green Transfer Co., Portland, Ore. 


July 7—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Flood: 
MC 64470 and Sub. 1—Ferreira’s, Fall River, Mass. 
July 7—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 


MC 64000, Sub. 1—C. T. Cozzens, Washington, N. C., permit to ex- 
tend operations, 


July 7—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-1553—Consolidated Freightways, Inc., purchase, Pacific Inter- 
mountain Express Co, + 
July 7—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 36364, Sub. 3—Missouri, Kansas & Oklahoma Coach Lines, Tulsa, 
Okla., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 66562, Sub. 243—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y. 
July 7—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 12243—Central Terminal, Trenton, N. J., license. 
MC 12246—Trenton Transit Co., Trenton, N. J., license. 
MC 12244—Abe Weinroth, Trenton, N. J., license. 


july 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 8989, Sub. 5—Howard Sober, Inc., Lansing, Mich., certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Parker: 
MC C-265—Service Transportation Co., contracts, agreements, and 
arrangements with certain shippers. 
July 8—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Binkley: 
MC 13661, Sub. 1—Ott Trucking Co., Rockford, Ill., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 72124, Sub. 2—Helders Motor Service, Chicago, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
July 8—Chicago, IIl.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Trezise: 
23130—Intrastate rates on bituminous coal between points in Illinois. 
July 8—Cincinnati, Ohio—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC 66817, Sub. 9—Whitney Transfer Co., Bowling Green, Ky., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
July 8—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 29365—W. D. McCormack, Indianapolis, Ind., certificate or permit 
MC 101729—J. Vandergraff, Lafayette, Ind. 


July 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Fuller: 
28659—Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
July 8—New Orleans, La.—Hotel Jung—Examiner Archer: 
|, & S. 4935—Soda ash, Baton Rouge, La., to Cantonment, Fla. 
July 8—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 28 and 165: 
MC 102287—C. A. Smith, Bogalusa, La., certificate. 
MC 31644, Sub. 1—Henry G. Bauer Moving & Storage Co., New Or- 
leans, La., certificate to extend operations. 
July 8—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 26066, Sub. 1—A. J. Degitz Transfer, Latrobe, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 
July 8—Portiand, Ore.—Hotel Multnomah—Jt. Bds. 172 and 45: 
MC 102646—W. R. Morgan, John Day, Ore., certificate. 
MC 348, Sub. 4—McNeil & Brashers, Lyle, Wash., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


July 8—Providence, R. 1.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Flood: 
MC 59829—A. I. Anderson, Falmouth, Mass., certificate or permit. 


July 8—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 31865, Sub. 1—Collins Transfer & Storage, Lumberton, N. C., 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 8—Salt Lake City, Utah—Pub. Serv. Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
* MC 88857, Subs. 4 and 5—O. M. Collett, Salt Lake City, Utah, certifi- 
cates to extend operations. 


July 8—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Higgins: 
7 MC F-1555—James C. Coughlin, control, Valley & Coast Transit Co. 
MC F-1572—California Motor Transport Co., Ltd., merger, Valley & 
Coast Transit Co. 
July 8—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 10928, Sub. 6—Plaza Express Co., Inc., St. Louis, certificate to 
extend operations. 
July 8—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 42 and 119: 
MC 36649, Sub. 1—E. W. Butcher, Hightstown, N. J., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 102626—Mathis Distributing Co., Tuckerton, N. J., certificate. 


(Continued on page 1664) 
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Watch Your Rates 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD brings you notice of 
action taken on rate matters before the Com- 
mission. To be completely informed, you should 
also be on the mailing list for THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN, which will bring you notice of 
action proposed and action taken in any rate 
matters by any of the standing rate committees. 


The dockets of the following, their hearing bul- 
letins and, in most cases, their disposition 
notices are regular weekly contents of the 
BULLETIN: 


Central Freight Association 

Eastern Commodity Rate Revision Committee 
Express Classification Committee 

Illinois Freight Association 


Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association 
National Diversion and Reconsignment Committee 
New England Freight Association 

Southern Freight Association 

Seuthern Ports Foreign Freight Committee 
Southwestern Freight Bureau 

Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau 

Transcontinental Freight Bureau 

Trunk Line Association 

Western Trunk Line Committee 


Missing Tariffs Are Costly 


Another important function of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN is the furnishing of a weekly check 
of your tariff file. An abstract of all new tariffs, 
classifications and supplements filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the U. S. Maritime 
Commission (steamship lines) is mailed to 
BULLETIN subscribers every Saturday morn- 
ing. This tariff file check is made complete 
by publication of investigation and suspen- 
sion orders, suspension orders vacated; fourth 
section applications and orders; short notice 
permissions; abstracts of all tariffs returned; 
released rate orders; express tariffs; embargo 
notices, as reported to the car service division 
of the Association of American Railroads. 


The complete docket of the Consolidated 


Classification Committee is mailed to 
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GALVESTON 


AND 


Be assured of 


CAREFUL HANDLING 
and 


QUICK DISPATCH 


GALVESTON WHARVES 


Est. 1854 


Interior Offices: 434 Board of Trade Bidg., Kansas City 
and 1009 Cotton Exchange Building, Dallas 


Geo. Sealy, Chairman F. W. Parker, General Manager 
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Personal Notes 





At a pleasant and interesting ceremony after luncheon at 
the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, June 26, at which over 500 em. 
ployes of the Illinois Central and a few of their friends were 
gathered, President J. L. Beven presented gold passes to thirty- 
one employes, some of them retired and some still active, who 
had competed fifty years of service with the road. This is the 
sixth year this has been done. Among the recipients of the 
passes were: L. F. Fitzhenry, assistant freight agent, Chicago; 
B. M. Hamilton, assistant general freight agent, Chicago; C. F. 
Mann, assistant treasurer, Chicago; W. A. Rue, chief yard clerk, 
Chicago; W. H. Suffield, general agent, Detroit; C. E. Under- 
hill, local attorney, Onawa, Ia. Among the others were ten 
locomotive engineers, eight conductors, three surgeons, a section 
foreman, and a colored porter. Goodfellowship and friendliness 
prevailed and, from the way President Beven called the men 
by their first names and many of them called him “Jack,” it 
was difficult to understand how men and management on the 
railroads could be so embattled in the matter of wages and 
working rules. 

Lawrence N. Helm, foreign freight agent, Norfolk and 
Western, was elected president of the Foreign Trade Club of 
the Cincinnati, O., Chamber of Commerce at the annual meeting 
of the club at the Gibson Hotel, June 25. Octavio Bermudez, 
manager, export division, Crosley Corporation, was elected 
vice-president; L. L. Harris, assistant treasurer, Goodall Com- 
pany, was reelected treasurer, and Emma Herier, manager, 
Cincinnati district office, United States Department of Com- 
merce, was reelected secretary. W. F. Gammage, export man- 
ager, Globe Wernicke Company, is the retiring president. Those 
elected will, with the following, comprise the executive com- 
mittee: Mr. Gammage; Robert S. Alter, executive vice-president 
and foreign manager, American Tool Works Company; H. H. 
Miller, vice-president, American Laundry Machinery Company; 
H. G. Moebus, export manager, Newport Rolling Mill Company; 
P. R. Weidman, general agent, Chesapeake and Ohio, and W. E. 
Willey, traffic manager, Procter and Gamble Company. The 
meeting was the last of the season. 

John B. Palmer, Phelps-Dodge Corporation, was elected 
president of the Alumni Association of the Academy of Ad- 
vanced Traffic, New York, June 20. Others elected were: Vice- 
president, Charles H. Trayford, terminal manager, East Coast 
Freight Lines; secretary, Gerard Donovan, American Oil Com- 
pany, and treasurer, Lewis S. Evans, Southern Pacific. The 
meeting was the last of the season. 

The board of directors of Riss and Company, highway 
carriers, Kansas City, Mo., has elected David Shultz as treas- 
urer, Don C. Stone as secretary and director of traffic, and 
L. E. Wells as traffic manager. Stockholders of the company 
have elected Mr. Shultz, Mr. Stone and S. A. Johnson as mem- 
bers of the board of directors. 

The New York Central has announced the appointment 
effective July 1, of J. E. Anderson as freight traffic manager, 
Cleveland, O., succeeding F. O. Stafford, who has retired after 
serving more than 42 years with the company. The company 
and the Pittsburgh and Lake Erie have announced the following 
appointments at Pittsburgh: Carl W. Sunderbrink, general 
freight agent, succeeding Leroy Blue, who has been trans- 
ferred to Chicago; H. A. B. Brown, assistant to freight traffic 
manager; Estey N. Smith, division freight agent, and Paul J. 
Schweibinz, general agent. 


T. Herbert Fee, assistant freight traffic manager, Western 
Maryland, completed a half century of service with the com- 
pany June 11. Officials and employes presented gifts to him 
that day to mark the occasion. 


Francis J. Melia has been appointed assistant general at- 
torney at Omaha for the Union Pacific. 


Harry H. Orr has been appointed assistant to the president 
of the Chicago and Eastern Illinois, Chicago, effective July 1. 


Charles H. Mottier has been named chief engineer, Illinols 
Central, at Chicago, effective July 1. Fred L. Thompson, who 
has been vice-president and chief engineer, will continue 4 
vice-president in charge of the engineering department. Arthu 
M. Umshler, superintendent, Chicago terminal division, and 
James W. Kern, superintendent, Kentucky division, Paducah, 
Ky., will retire July 1, both on account of ill health. Wayn 
A. Johnston, assistant to vice-president and general manager 
who has been in charge of the Kentucky division while M. 
Kern has been ill, will return to his duties at Chicago, am 
Thomas K. Williams will become superintendent of that div 
sion. Joseph T. Stanford will become terminal manager at 
Chicago, succeeding to the duties of Mr. Umshler. Other 4 





MeICaNs | 


rn Railway Lines (Cotton Belt Route) 


- WM y y 
Ws \\ Wn WG yy YY Y Y 
WN \\ MM WY YY , 
Uy Y/ 
Li 
= 
\ 


a ee 


ae 


> 


TZ] 


. 
Ms 
pigalion | 


vN \ AN 
N\ ) \\\ \\\\ \ \\ \\ 
AA \\ NAAR 
\ \ \\\ \\ \ 
ANN XY 
a A \\ \ \\\ \\ \\ \\\ \ \ N 
YY 
~ é \ \\\ iN} \\ 
\\\ AA 
\ WAY \\\\ \\\ 
\ \ 


ML 


l 
. 
I 


i atereeetemme 


| 


Vea 


: 


SAA 


ZA 
Zz 


y | i AY \NN 
Mon XW 


ak 
LT 
2) 


a, 


g 
X 


of National Defense this Design is presented by the St. Louis Southweste 


\\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 


the Interest 


In 


m=. 
ri 
oo 
nN 
> 


S 
S 





yn, and - 

ducah, 

Wayne 

anagel. 

ile Mr =n 
xo, and 

t divi 

ger al a . 

ner arm | 


ov 

= 

S 

= é 
= re 
fy 


w 
rar 
Vv 
2 
- 
ji 


w wv : 
ee ies 
= Cry 

Th tm C) A 
a”6~6U6[eS 





1662 


GOODBYE BOTTLENECK! 


Yes sir, those shipping bottlenecks open up when 
you use RAILWAY Express. Swift, reliable service 
and prompt handling no matter what you have to 
ship or order. No extra charge for pick-up and 


delivery within our regular vehicle limits in all cities 
and principal towns. 


RAILWA XPRESS 


AGENCY INC. 
NATION-WIDE RAIL-AIR SERVICE 


DIRECT VESSELS 


TO 


STOCKTON, CALIF. 


FROM 


ATLANTIC COAST 


SAVE YOU MONEY ON 
DISTRIBUTION AND STORAGE TO 
SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN VALLEYS 


COMMUNICATE WITH STEAMSHIP COMPANY OR PORT OF 
STOCKTON REGARDING FOLLOWING SAILINGS: 


Arrives 
Stockton 


McCormick S.S.Co. N.Y. Phile. Chester Balto. Norfolk 


West Camargo.. 6/25 6/30 17/1 7/5 7/6 8/2 
7/29 8/2 8/3 8/30 


Vessel From 


West Portal.... 7/22 17/28 
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pointments include: Gideon J. Willingham, superintendent 
Illinois division, Champaign, Ill.; Edgar J. Brosseau, train- 
master, Illinois division, Champaign; John F. Sharkey, super- 
intendent, Mississippi division, Water Valley, Miss.; Herman 
J. Rouck, trainmaster, Mississippi divison, Water Valley. 

Robert M. Reid has been appointed assistant manager, 
traffic department, Tennessee Coal, Iron and Railroad Com- 
pany, Birmingham, Ala. 

E. L. Henry, superintendent of safety, Chicago and North 
Western, was elected president of the company’s veterans asso- 
ciation at its annual convention at Chicago June 23. George 
Blackburn and F. W. De Sobe were elected vice-president and 
secretary-treasurer, respectively. Members of the board of 
directors elected for the coming year were: John Mariga, 
chairman; J. J. Dulin, Janesville, Wis.; Alva Hemmens, Janes- 
ville; Edward Doner, Antigo, Wis.; J. H. Williams, Escanaba, 
Mich.; E. J. Zadnichek, Cedar Rapids, Ia., and H. A. Engel, 
Sturgis, S. D. More than 500 persons attended the convention 
dinner, at which the guest of honor was Charles E. Van Vlack, 
95 years old, a former engineer and the oldest retired employe 
of the company. Samuel H. Cady, vice-president and general 
counsel, was the chief speaker at the dinner. 

Norton B. Fallas has been named general agent, passenger 
department, for the Union Pacific, at Portland, Ore., succeeding 
Burton Beck, who has retired after serving with the railroad 
since 1916. 


Charles Donley, Pittsburgh, traffic counselor and former 
president of the National Association of Shippers Advisory 
Boards, has been elected president of Kiwanis International 
for the coming year. 


The Norfolk and Western Veterans Association, at its 
annual meeting at Roanoke, Va., June 21, elected the following 
officers for the coming year: President, W. J. Alford, engineer, 
Norfolk; first vice-president, Roscoe Porter, resident engineer, 
Scioto division; second vice-president, J. H. Hahn, machine 
shop foreman, Roanoke shops; councilors, C. P. Russell, super- 
visor of bridges and buildings, Pocahontas division, and P. M. 
Hewitt, assistant yardmaster, Portsmouth terminal. 


Wesley H. Dunlap has been named traveling freight and 
passenger agent for the Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad at 
Tulsa, Okla., succeeding E. D. Jones, who died. 


J. O. Shortall has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent for the Monon Route at Chicago. 


The Illinois Terminal Railroad has announced the following 
appointments: William M. Long, eastern traffic manager, New 
York; L. C. Bundy, northern traffic manager, Chicago; F. L. 
Dennis, general freight agent, St. Louis; K. L. Stivers, general 
agent, Decatur, Ill.; K. E. Snow, general agent, Minneapolis, 
and J. J. Flynn, general agent, Danville, Ill. 


A. T. Peers has been anpointed commercial agent at Ft. 
Worth, Tex., for the Missouri Pacific, succeeding W. G. 
Bridgwater, who died. A. J. Lowe has been named general 
agent at Grand Junction, Colo., succeeding C. M. Entrekin, who 
has been transferred to other duties. 








You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 


iL Rr 


INDUSTRIAL SITES... 


Available on long time leases or by outright purchases at 
reasonable prices. Large and small sites on deep water 
frontage or located close to ocean terminal facilities. 
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This picture visualizes the grain loading, 


and at the same time the marginal tracks on 





L. T. WILCOX 


General Freight Traffic Manager 
Union Pacific Railroad, Omaha, Nebr. 


which efficient handling is carried on. 


J. Russell Wait, Director of the Port The Faognessive 


ten Yr UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 


THE Strategic MIDDLE ROUTE 
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of service! 

That’s because Mayflower owns 
and operates all its own vans— 
knows where they are at all times 
—and is always on the job to send 
Mayflower vans where they are 
needed. 

That means faster service for 
you—and service promises you can 
count on! 


i its positive 
fice. This permits po! ' 
coastol and better service 


Mayflower is the only national mover with such a dispatching system. 


AERO MAYFLOWER TRANSIT COMPANY 
General Office: Indianapolis © Branches: New York, Chicago, Los Angeles 


Mayflower Service is sold through selected warehouse agents 
in all principal cities. Look for “Mayflower” in the classified 
section of your telephone directory to find our local agent. 
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DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


(Continued from page 1659) 
July 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Carpenter: 
* Finance 11681—N. Y. S. & W. reorganization. 
July 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
* 1. & S. 4992—Commodities, L. C. L., between St. Louis and Kansas, 
July 9—Akron, Ohio—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC 30205—A. & B. Fast Freight, Inc., Akron, Ohio, certificate or 
permit. 
July 9—Albuquerque, N. M.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 87: 
MC 102496—L. J. Blank & Son, Nara Visa, N. M., certificate. 
July 9—Albuquerque, N. M.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 210: 

MC 50022, Sub. 5—J. & J. Refrigerator Service, Lubbock, Tex., permit 
to extend operations. 

July 9—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Parker: 

MC C-229—Contracts, agreements and arrangements between certain 
common carriers by motor vehicle and Chain Deliveries Express, 
Inc. 

July 9—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Binkley: 

MC 35824—W. A. Evans, Chicago, certificate or permit. 

July 9—Cincinnati, O.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 58 and 208: 

MC 78725, Sub. 2—R. H. Bader, Hamilton, O., permit to extend opera- 
tions. 

MC 18603—Norwood Transfer Co., Norwood, O., certificate or permit, 


July 9—Indianapolis, Ind.—Public Service Commission—Examiner 
Haley: 


e . ’ 
MC 65870, Sub. 4—Smith Trucking Co., Bluffton, Ind., certificate to 
extend operations. 
July 9—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-1673—Petroleum—Fla. to Ala. points. 
July 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Fuller: 
1. & S. 4971—Macaroni from, to and between W. T. L. and southwest, 
July 9—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
1. & S. 4932—Phosphate rock, Fla., to Chicago Heights and Jollet. 
Fourth sections aps. 18573 and 18955—Phosphate rock to Chicago, Chi- 
cago Heights and Joliet, Ill. 


July 9—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 246: 


MC 54843, Sub. 1—M. H. Racheau Oil Field Trucking, New Iberia, 
La., certificate to extend operations. 
July 9—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 28: 
MC 31825, Sub. 2—Mike Heck’s Delivery Service, Inc., New Orleans, 
La. 


July 9—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 11: 
MC 35336, Sub. 1—Couch Transfer, Eugene, Ore., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
July 9—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: 


MC 86769, Sub. 1—Vernon Maxwell Transfer, Eugene, Ore., certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 9—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bds. 18 and 131: 


MC 95713, Subs. 1 and 2—J. Sylvia, Taunton, Mass., certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 9—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 4485—Joseph Allen Moore, Goldsboro, N. C. 


1. & S. M-1654—Unmanufactured tobacco, Md. to N. C. and Va. 
points. 


July 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Higgins: 

* MC F-1565—A. B. C. Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., purchase, Edward 
Malde; Joseph Robertson, control, A. B. C. Transfer & Storage 
Co., Inc. 


* MC F-1566—Robertson Drayage Co., Inc., control, Highway Trans- 
port, Inc. 


July 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Examiner Higgins: 

* MC F-1575—Valley Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, Pioneer Express Co. 

* MC F-1576—Pioneer Express Co., purchase, Frasher Truck Co., or 
Valley Motor Lines, Inc. 

July 9—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 179: 


MC 13925, Sub. 2—Mound City Forwarding Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo., 
certificate to extend operations. 


CURE TRAFFIC HEADACHES... 


... by sending and receiving your shipments by speedy, 

low cost RatLway Express. Pick-up and delivery at no 

extra charge within our regular vehicle limits in all 
cities and principal towns. 


—And— 
For 3-mile-a-minute service between more than 
250 key airport cities, specify AIR EXPRESS. 


RAILWA XPRESS 


AGENCY INC. 


NATION-WIDE -RAIL-AIR SERVICE 
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F. C. HOGUE 
General Traffic Manager 
Denver, Colorado 








2. FUR IME THIRD TIME 


INSAFE/Y 
,% AND 
AC DENT 
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Tue efforts of 20,000 Norfolk and Western Railway employees have again won 
for their railroad and themselves the highest honor in the field of railroad safety. 

For the American Museum of Safety has awarded to the Norfolk and Western 
the coveted Harriman Memorial Gold Medal for achieving the outstanding safety 
record among large Class I railroads of the United States in 1940. 

The Norfolk and Western and its employees have good reasons for being doubly 
proud of this high honor. First, and most important, it means a safer railroad on which 
to work, travel and ship. Second, the Gold Medal was won in competition with 35 
other Class I railroads. And lastly, it is the third time within 15 years that this rail- 
road has won the medal. 

The official figures show that progress in accident prevention on the Norfolk and 
Western since 1924, has resulted in the actual saving of 92 employees’ lives and the 
prevention of 12,000 employee injuries. Further, the official record shows that this 
railroad during the past three years has carried approximately 3,500,000 passengers 
nearly 275,000,000 miles without a single injury or fatality in a train accident. 

These unusual safety achievements were not handed to the N. & W. on a silver 
platter. They are the result of years of practical planning, intensive safety education, 
and the expenditure of millions of dollars for a modernized and safer transportation 
plant. But above all these things, have been the employees’ belief in safety, their 
efficiency and cooperation with one another and with the management. 

Winning the Harriman Gold Medal is a direct challenge. This railroad and its 
workers are proud to accept that challenge, and pledge themselves to greater effort in 
maintaining and upholding their firm conviction that — safety is the first law of good 
railroading. 


NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY 








